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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable BEN 
RAY LUJÁN, a Senator from the State 
of New Mexico. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, every good and perfect 

gift comes from You alone. For with 
You, there is no variation or shadow of 
turning. May we place our hope in You 
and never forget how You have sus-
tained us in the past. 

Lord, give our Senators the wisdom 
to trust You in the small things, real-
izing that faithfulness with the least 
prepares them for fidelity with the 
much. May they trust You to do what 
is best for our Nation and world during 
these challenging and turbulent times. 

And, Lord, bless Ukraine. 
We pray in Your matchless Name. 

Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, June 15, 2022. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable BEN RAY LUJÁN, a 

Senator from the State of New Mexico, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. LUJÁN thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

HONORING OUR PROMISE TO AD-
DRESS COMPREHENSIVE TOXICS 
ACT OF 2021—Resumed 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
H.R. 3967. 

The clerk will report. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 3967) to improve health care 

and benefits for veterans exposed to toxic 
substances, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 
Tester-Moran amendment No. 5051, in the 

nature of a substitute. 
Schumer amendment No. 5065 (to amend-

ment No. 5051), to add an effective date. 
Schumer amendment No. 5076 (to the text 

proposed to be stricken by amendment No. 
5051), to add an effective date. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

INFLATION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
American families are being crushed by 
a giant backdoor inflation tax, and it 

has been fueled, in large part, by 
Democrats’ huge mistakes. 

Month after month, families pick up 
the newspaper, flip on the television, 
and hear that Democrats’ inflation is 
setting new 40-year records. 

Month after month, families find 
themselves shelling out hundreds upon 
hundreds of extra dollars per month 
just to actually tread water. Forget 
about saving and getting ahead. 

In this Democrat-run economy, 
working Americans have to shell out 
hundreds of extra dollars every month 
just to remain standing still. Even 
when you factor in the nominal pay 
raises that workers have earned, the 
average American worker got a 3.9 per-
cent pay cut—pay cut—last year due to 
Democrats’ inflation. 

According to the Joint Economic 
Committee, inflation cost the average 
American household $635 last month 
alone—$635 in 1 month. 

For families in Colorado, combined 
effects of Democrats’ inflation and 
higher household spending put that 
number at a staggering $825. In Ari-
zona, it is $733 extra per month. In Ne-
vada it is $731. For New Hampshire 
families, it is $653. It is $599 in Wash-
ington State, and $598 in Georgia. 

Everybody knows why this is. Food 
costs are up more than 10 percent, year 
on year. Gas is up nearly—listen to 
this—50 percent. Rent is at a 35-year 
high, and would-be home buyers are 
being squeezed between high prices and 
soaring interest rates. 

In my home State, Kentucky, that 
monthly inflation bill comes out to 
more than $500 every month. 

Right before Senate Democrats spent 
$2 trillion last spring, the Democratic 
leader said he wasn’t worried—wasn’t 
worried—about the possibility of infla-
tion. Now, working families are paying 
dearly for that incredibly bad judg-
ment. 

I hear from hard-working Kentuck-
ians who are falling behind on home 
payments or late on their utility bills 
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or cutting back at the grocery store, 
families who are skipping—literally 
skipping—summer vacation. 

Every month, the average Kentucky 
household now spends over $500 more 
than they did before the Biden Presi-
dency. 

One of my constituents from Beaver 
Dam wrote to tell me: 

Things are looking pretty grim for me and 
my family right now. Everything— 

Everything. 
—is too expensive. 

His family was already giving up 
buying chicken and beef at the grocery 
store. Next they may have to stop 
making car payments. They are lit-
erally out of slack. 

Another constituent from Science 
Hill told me that his family is maxing 
out credit cards to stay above water. 
He is watching as the Democrats who 
control Congress continue—continue— 
to advocate for more reckless spending 
and laments that Washington does not 
appear to understand what is hap-
pening—what is happening—to our 
heartland. 

A third constituent from Paint Lick 
is struggling because—clarifies that 
she is not asking for a handout because 
she doesn’t believe it would help. 
‘‘After all,’’ she writes, ‘‘money is not 
free; taxpayers must pay it back.’’ If 
only Washington Democrats had that 
much wisdom. If only our one-party 
government had exercised that much 
common sense back last spring. 

Three of the most basic duties that 
any government owes its citizens are 
stable prices, public safety, and secure 
borders—stable prices, public safety, 
and secure borders. 

Unfortunately for our country, the 
Democrats have struck out—struck 
out—swinging. 

POLITICAL VIOLENCE 
Mr. President, now on a completely 

different matter, yesterday marked 5 
years since the attempted assassina-
tion of numerous Congressmen on a 
baseball field across the river. 

The perpetrator was a far-left activ-
ist who doublechecked that it was Re-
publicans on the field before he started 
shooting. 

Five years on, political violence and 
threats are again making national 
headlines. The far left has spent weeks 
fomenting rage and panic over the pos-
sibility that one or more upcoming Su-
preme Court rulings may not deliver 
the liberal policy outcomes they would 
prefer. 

Last week, the authorities arrested a 
deranged person who traveled to Wash-
ington from California with a premedi-
tated plan to assassinate an Associate 
Justice for ideological reasons—fruit of 
a toxic culture that is fueled by the 
precedent-breaking leak of a draft 
opinion last month and a torrent of 
reckless talk from prominent Demo-
crats. 

It took that assassination attempt 
and then another week of wasted— 
wasted—time for House Democrats to 

stop slow-walking a bipartisan bill to 
beef up Supreme Court security that 
passed the Senate unanimously more 
than a month ago. The same people— 
the same people—fanning the flames of 
fear and anger blocked that non-
controversial bill for more than a 
month—more than a month—before 
they finally sent it to the President. 

Meanwhile, as mobs continue to 
mount angry demonstrations outside 
these Justices’ private family homes, 
President Biden’s Department of Jus-
tice continues to assiduously ignore— 
ignore—the fact that this is totally il-
legal now under existing law. Section 
1507 of the Criminal Code makes it per-
fectly clear: It is flat-out illegal to 
demonstrate at a judge’s private family 
residence to pressure them in a pending 
case. That is the fact set that we have 
here. It is not just immoral; it is not 
just civically toxic; it is literally a 
Federal crime. 

Where is Attorney General Garland? 
As the former chief judge of the DC 
Circuit, he should understand the need 
for judicial security and independence 
as well as anyone. But the same soft- 
on-crime ethos that pervades the mod-
ern Democratic Party apparently ex-
tends even—even—to ignoring illegal 
pressure campaigns aimed at Federal 
judges. 

Two years ago, a New Jersey judge 
had a gunman show up to her front 
door in disguise and murder her son. 
Just recently, somebody murdered a 
retired judge in Wisconsin, and then 
last week’s near assassination. But 
where is President Biden? He won’t 
even denounce the ongoing protests at 
Justices’ private homes, and our sup-
posedly nonpolitical Attorney General 
will not lift a finger—a finger—to en-
force existing Federal law. 

Today, every Republican member of 
the Judiciary Committee and I are 
sending another—another—letter to 
Attorney General Garland. His derelic-
tion of duty on this subject must come 
to an end. 

The far-left political violence and in-
timidation efforts do not stop with 
judges. In the weeks since the draft 
opinion suggested the Court may— 
may—overturn an abortion decision 
that even Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg 
acknowledged was poorly reasoned, a 
spate of vandalism, threats, and even 
some arson attacks have been un-
leashed upon Catholic churches—upon 
Catholic churches—and pro-life crisis 
pregnancy centers all around the coun-
try. In 2022, simply being a Christian or 
being pro-life seems to be sufficient 
cause for angry radicals to call in 
threats, graffiti your door, or firebomb 
your office. Once again, President 
Biden and his Justice Department have 
been totally silent—not word about 
any of it; unable to even simply de-
nounce the hatred. 

The same Democrats who want to 
make a national spectacle out of their 
supposed opposition to political vio-
lence will not even call out violence 
and intimidation from their own side, 

let alone—let alone—fulfill their oaths 
and put a stop to it. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The majority leader is recognized. 

H.R. 3967 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, we 

continue a productive week here on the 
Senate floor. 

Today, the Senate will take another 
step closer to passing the largest vet-
erans’ healthcare bill in decades, the 
Honoring our PACT Act. In a few mo-
ments, the Senate will vote to adopt 
the substitute amendment and then 
immediately vote on cloture on the 
bill, bringing us to the brink of passing 
this long-sought piece of legislation. 

Frankly, the Senate should come to 
an agreement to finish the PACT Act 
work A-S-A-P. We should pass this bill 
as soon as we can and finally tell our 
veterans that the long wait for their 
well-earned benefits is over. 

Let me say it again. 
There is no reason not to finish the 

PACT Act A-S-A-P. Our Nation’s vet-
erans have waited long enough for this 
bill. Since 9/11, nearly 3.5 million vet-
erans have been exposed to toxic burn 
pits in the line of duty. Scores of 
Americans went off to serve our coun-
try in perfect health only to come back 
home and get sick from toxic exposure, 
and when many of these veterans ap-
plied to the VA for healthcare benefits, 
they oftentimes discovered that they 
didn’t qualify. 

It is a confounding indignity for our 
Nation’s heroes to sacrifice everything 
for our country only to come home, get 
sick, and discover that the VA ain’t 
there for them—they have to fend for 
themselves. 

What kind of message does it send to 
future veterans when we can’t guar-
antee they will get the healthcare ben-
efits they rightfully deserve and when 
the VA will not deal with injuries that 
occurred on the battlefield because of 
toxic burn pits and other issues? With 
the PACT Act, we have a chance to an-
swer that question with a resounding 
yes. 

Question: Well, if I enlist, am I going 
to really be taken care of when my 
service is complete? 

We are going to have a chance to an-
swer that question with a resounding 
yes. Yes, we will take care of you. Yes, 
we will make sure you can live healthy 
and dignified lives. Yes, we will keep 
our promise to protect our veterans 
just as they have sacrificed everything 
for us. 

No great nation can dare afford to 
turn its back on the multitudes who 
have served our country. No veterans 
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should ever have to carry the burden of 
treating complications from toxic ex-
posure all by themselves, and we can 
change that simply with a vote on this 
bill. 

Let us pass the PACT Act with all 
due haste. We have a moral obligation 
in the Chamber to get this done. 

NOMINATIONS 
Now, Mr. President, on the nomina-

tions front, we are moving ahead with 
confirming President Biden’s critical 
and well-qualified nominees. 

Later today, we will vote on the con-
firmation of Alan Leventhal to serve as 
the U.S. Ambassador to Denmark. 

Later this week, once we conclude 
the PACT Act, we will also move for-
ward on the nomination of Mary Boyle 
for the Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission, whose confirmation would 
give that Agency a Democratic major-
ity. 

We will also soon vote to confirm an-
other historic judicial nominee, Ana 
Isabel de Alba, to serve as a district 
judge for the Eastern District of Cali-
fornia. Judge de Alba will be the first 
ever Latina to serve as a Federal judge 
in California’s Eastern District, joining 
the more than 65 qualified judicial 
nominees that this majority has con-
firmed under President Biden. 

I am proud of the historic progress 
this Senate Democratic majority has 
made in confirming well-qualified and 
diverse nominees to the executive 
branch, to independent boards, and to 
the Federal bench, and we are going to 
keep going. 

GUN LEGISLATION 
Mr. President, on gun safety, Demo-

crats and Republicans continue nego-
tiations over the legislative text for 
the first major gun safety bill to pass 
the Senate in 30 years. 

Just a few weeks ago, such an effort 
would have seemed unimaginable. If 
there were any issue that encapsulates 
the gridlock of the past few decades, 
gun safety would be near the very top 
of the list. For too long, Americans 
have gotten used to a frustrating pat-
tern—tragedy strikes; families grieve; 
but gridlock in the Senate ensues. 

Perhaps this time—hopefully, this 
time—it will be different. Many in this 
Chamber are working, right now, in the 
hopes that it will be different. We are 
not over the finish line yet, but there 
is a real hunger to finally accomplish 
what has escaped the Senate for far too 
long: passing meaningful gun safety re-
form. 

Again, not too long ago, this debate 
would have been hard to have fath-
omed, but despite the long odds, we 
gave negotiators space to do their 
work. I am glad we did because we now 
have the best chance in decades to act 
on gun violence. I spoke to both Sen-
ators MURPHY and CORNYN this morn-
ing. They are eager to get the text 
completed. There will be meetings all 
day long in the hopes that we can get 
the text done so we can put it on the 
floor as soon as possible and get it 
passed. If we can prevent even one 

death from gun violence in the future, 
our efforts at this moment will have 
been worth it. 

Gun safety is near and dear to my 
heart. As the Acting President pro 
tempore knows, three decades ago, I 
was a proud author of the Brady Bill in 
Congress, which won the support of 
many Republicans and even law en-
forcement. Back then, I argued we had 
to get something done because the 
American people were sick and tired of 
the insanity and inaction of gun vio-
lence as much as they are today. After 
years of trying, we succeeded back 
then, but it wasn’t on the first try. Yet 
we enacted a bill that, very likely, 
saved tens of thousands of lives. There 
are many, many people—thousands or 
tens of thousands in all likelihood— 
walking the streets today because we 
passed the Brady Law. 

Today, the American people are simi-
larly sick and tired of the insanity of 
the gun violence happening every day 
across the country. Just thinking 
about all of the shootings we have suf-
fered over the years is exhausting and 
debilitating: Columbine, Virginia, 
Sandy Hook, Parkland, Las Vegas, Or-
lando, El Paso, Charleston, Atlanta, 
Buffalo, Uvalde. The list keeps going 
on and growing. The American people 
have had enough. They want us to 
move forward. 

If the Senate can come up with a bill 
that embraces the bipartisan frame-
work, we are going to save lives. I 
promise that, once the text is done, I 
will put it on the floor as soon as pos-
sible, so I encourage my colleagues to 
keep working. As I mentioned, our Sen-
ators on both sides of the aisle will be 
working diligently all day to try and 
come up with the final text as soon as 
possible. We don’t know the next time 
we will have a chance to make mean-
ingful progress on gun violence, so we 
have every reason in the world to get 
to yes. 

ELECTIONS 
Mr. President, on the elections of 

last night and election deniers, a year 
and a half after the 2020 election, Don-
ald Trump’s Big Lie is alive and well, 
unfortunately. 

Last night, hard-right candidates 
who believe the last Presidential elec-
tion was stolen—it is so incorrect, with 
no factual basis. But these people with 
these beliefs were elevated into the 
general election. Many of these can-
didates are running in critical swing 
States and running for offices that will 
have outsized influence in managing 
future elections. 

The example of Nevada’s secretary of 
state race is especially bone chilling. 
Jim Marchant—a far-right radical, who 
openly believes that the 2020 election 
results were illegitimate, who believes 
the Big Lie—is now running to be the 
top elections official in Nevada. Mr. 
Marchant is someone who openly 
thinks Donald Trump should be the 
President right now, and if he wins in 
November, he will be Nevada’s most 
important election official and would 

pose a direct threat—a direct threat— 
to the democratic process in that 
State. 

He must be rejected by the people of 
every political persuasion. It doesn’t 
matter if you are a Democrat or a Re-
publican or an Independent, a liberal or 
a conservative or a moderate. Democ-
racy is at risk if we elevate individuals 
who don’t believe in the sanctity of 
elections. That is the road to 
authoritarianism, to dictatorship. This 
isn’t a partisan argument. Under-
mining democracy endangers all of us— 
Democrats, Republicans, Independents. 
If the proponents of the Big Lie are 
elected to office, they pose a direct 
threat to our democratic way of life. 

The January 6 hearings have made it 
abundantly clear that even Donald 
Trump’s inner circle knew the Big Lie 
was utter garbage, so it is nothing 
short of horrifying to see that radicals 
who profess the Big Lie are gaining 
strength across the country. 

I urge the American people to reject 
the credo of lies pushed by Donald 
Trump and his cronies and, whatever 
your party, to vote this November for 
men and women who will safeguard our 
democracy and preserve the sanctity of 
our elections. Without it, our country 
could be on the road to ruin. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(The remarks of Mr. THUNE per-
taining to the introduction of S. 4409 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. THUNE. I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

H.R. 3967 
Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I rise 

today to recognize the bipartisan ac-
complishment by the Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee and the expanded 
support we are delivering for veterans 
living with illnesses as a result of toxic 
exposure due to their service in our Na-
tion’s uniform through the Sergeant 
First Class Heath Robinson Honoring 
our Promise to Address Comprehensive 
Toxics Act of 2022. This legislation en-
sures veterans who need help now can 
get it. We are all too familiar with the 
challenges that exist for veterans as a 
result of toxic exposure. 
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I have been working to improve vet-

eran services and benefits for more 
than 20 years as a member of both the 
Senate and the House VA Committees. 
During that time, I have heard a lot 
about toxic exposure issues and have 
come to understand the immediate 
need to make improvement to benefits 
and care for post-9/11 veterans who 
were exposed to toxic substances as a 
result of burn pits. This exposure is 
known to cause serious illness, includ-
ing rare cancers and respiratory ail-
ments. Those suffering deserve to know 
they have not been forgotten and their 
voices have been heard. 

The promise our Nation made to the 
men and women who served in these 
dangerous conditions must be kept. 
This bill fulfills that promise and de-
livers immediate access to healthcare 
for toxic-exposed veterans. It directs 
the VA to evaluate diseases for pre-
sumption of service connection and 
streamlines the process for toxic-ex-
posed veterans seeking disability com-
pensation for their illnesses without 
overwhelming the VA system. The Ser-
geant First Class Heath Robinson 
PACT Act also invests in the tools and 
resources to help the VA process dis-
ability claims in a timely manner and 
deliver quality healthcare to veterans 
living with toxic exposure illnesses. 

With this measure, we continue to 
correct past failures of the VA to pro-
vide healthcare and benefits to pre-
vious generations exposed to Agent Or-
ange as well. These challenges have ex-
isted for decades, and it is time we ful-
fill our promise to Vietnam-era vet-
erans once and for all. 

The legislation we are poised to ap-
prove updates VA policies to provide 
veterans like Bill Rhodes of Mena, 
AK—a marine who served in Thailand 
during the Vietnam war era—provide 
them access to the care he and the oth-
ers who served in that area deserve. 
Mr. Rhodes has been a relentless advo-
cate of toxic exposure benefits. 

The VA accepts that herbicides were 
used along the perimeter of military 
bases in Thailand but does not recog-
nize the impact of the herbicides inside 
the perimeter. This current policy 
makes no sense and is not fair, pre-
venting veterans like Mr. Rhodes from 
accessing benefits as a result of toxic 
exposure. 

After developing illnesses linked to 
herbicide exposure, Mr. Rhodes turned 
to the VA for help, but his claim was 
denied. I have been working with him 
for several years to advance a provision 
that corrects this mistake, and I am 
pleased that this act eliminates the bu-
reaucratic hurdles that have stood in 
the way of veterans getting the care 
they earned. 

This legislation is the result of bipar-
tisan cooperation. We can achieve 
great things for our country when we 
put partisan politics aside. I appreciate 
the leadership of Chairman TESTER and 
Ranking Member MORAN to get this 
bill to the Senate floor. I am proud to 
work with them to address these press-

ing needs that face our veterans and 
their families. 

I would also like to recognize and 
thank the countless veterans, the fami-
lies, advocates, and veteran service or-
ganizations that continued their per-
sistence to ensure Congress fulfills its 
promise to the men and the women 
who served in our Nation’s uniform. 

This legislation is long overdue. We 
have heard the struggles of veterans 
and their families living with toxic ex-
posure-related illnesses. We can end 
the hurdles they experienced and save 
lives by passing this landmark legisla-
tion. I encourage my colleagues to join 
me in supporting it. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be allowed to 
speak for up to 5 minutes, followed by 
the Senator from Montana, Senator 
TESTER, for up to 5 minutes, prior to 
the scheduled rollcall votes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, thank 
you for the opportunity to address the 
U.S. Senate and the American people. 

In a few moments, the Senate will 
vote on the Tester-Moran Sergeant 
First Class Heath Robinson Honoring 
our PACT Act. 

For far too long—way far too long— 
our Nation’s veterans have been living 
with chronic illnesses as a result of ex-
posures during their time in uniform. 
Today, we are continuing to take the 
steps necessary to right this wrong 
with our legislation that will provide 
veterans and their families with the 
healthcare and benefits that they have 
earned and that they deserve. 

In March, Secretary McDonough tes-
tified before our committee, the Senate 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and he 
stated that the House toxic exposure 
bill needed additional work before 
being brought to the full Senate for a 
vote. Because of the improvements we 
have made in the House bill, the VA 
Secretary yesterday told our com-
mittee that he can now ‘‘certify’’ this 
legislation will be implemented with-
out negative operational impacts on 
existing disability claims and 
healthcare for veterans. 

All along, I have had concern about 
the consequences of this legislation 
and the volume of cases that the VA 
will now encounter, what it may mean 
for those veterans as well as veterans 
who need VA care and benefits who are 
not toxic-exposed. Secretary 
McDonough yesterday went on to say: 
‘‘We’re ready for it, we’ve been pre-

paring for this. . . . I think we can do 
this and do it well and in all cases do 
it transparently.’’ 

While I appreciate the Secretary’s as-
surance, our committee must continue 
its oversight of the VA and make cer-
tain that this bill is implemented cor-
rectly and that all those with toxic ex-
posure and all veterans can rely upon 
the system for benefits and for 
healthcare. We still have our work cut 
out as a Congress, as a Senate, to make 
sure that the promises that are made 
in this bill are promises that are kept 
and that the promises that are made to 
other veterans are kept. 

This bill is designed to fix a broken 
system that has been cobbled together 
over decades of patchwork fixes. Con-
gress has been trying to solve these 
problems. The Department of Veterans 
Affairs has been trying to solve these 
problems. Finally, we bring together a 
solution that should make things sig-
nificantly better for many. 

While I continue to insist my GOP 
colleagues should be allowed to offer 
and debate and to vote on amendments, 
it is time to advance the Tester-Moran 
substitute and bring us one step closer 
to connecting all generations of toxic- 
exposed veterans with the care they 
need and they deserve and to provide 
veterans with certainty and support. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Montana. 
Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I want 

to start my remarks by expressing my 
appreciation for Ranking Member 
MORAN’s leadership. It has been stellar. 
If you combine him with Senator BOOZ-
MAN and Senator HEINRICH, it has been 
a great team. I just want to thank Sen-
ator MORAN for his leadership and his 
continued desire to do the right thing 
for the servicemembers who have 
served this country in the military. 

The Senate has a once-in-a-lifetime 
opportunity today to make history in 
passing the Sergeant First Class Heath 
Robinson Honoring our Promise to Ad-
dress Comprehensive Toxics Act. 

Let me be clear. This bill isn’t about 
Democrats versus Republicans. It is 
not about political posturing. It is 
about Americans standing up for those 
who have served and sacrificed on be-
half of this country and the freedoms 
that we have today. In fact, it is even 
more than that. It is about righting a 
wrong that has been ignored for too 
damn long. 

It is about Will Thompson, who 
served our country for 23 years in the 
Army on Active Duty as a West Vir-
ginia National Guardsman. 

After his second tour in Iraq in 2009, 
Will developed pulmonary fibrosis from 
the effect of his exposures to burn pits, 
and he endured two double-lung trans-
plants. He testified in front of our com-
mittee, less than a year ago. He lost 
his battle with his illnesses this last 
December. 

It is about SFC Heath Robinson, who 
answered the call of duty and was de-
ployed to Kosovo and Iraq with the 
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Ohio National Guard—a picture of 
Heath right here and his daughter. 

While deployed, he was exposed to po-
tent toxins, and 13 years after his de-
ployment—13 short years after his de-
ployment—he lost his life to a rare 
autoimmune disease and stage IV lung 
cancer, conditions absolutely and un-
equivocally caused by burn pits. 

Sadly, it is too late to do right by 
Will and Heath and so many others for 
them personally, but today this body 
has a chance to do the right thing by 
their families and future generations of 
our All-Volunteer military by advanc-
ing the Sergeant First Class Heath 
Robinson Honoring our PACT Act. 

I want to talk a little bit about this 
plaque right here, see the picture of 
Heath in uniform? But you also see 
what is the most important thing to 
Heath, and that is his daughter. His 
daughter was at a press conference 
that the ranking member and I were at 
a little over a week ago. And I said this 
when I first spoke on this bill a little 
over a week ago, the first words out of 
her mouth were: ‘‘I love my daddy. 
Daddy’s not around anymore.’’ But be-
cause of, hopefully, the work that we 
are going to do here today, she will 
have a future. 

This is not only about our service 
men and women—the people who 
served in our military—it is about 
their families because when folks go to 
war, it is just not the service person 
who does it; it is everybody in their 
family. 

And what this bill will do, is it will 
address decades of inaction and failure 
by our government, expanding eligi-
bility for VA healthcare to more than 
3.5 million combat veterans exposed to 
burn pits. It supports our post-9/11 and 
Vietnam-era veterans by removing the 
burden of proof for 23 presumptive con-
ditions caused by toxins. 

These conditions include cancers to 
lung disease, and it establishes a 
framework for the establishment of fu-
ture presumptions and service connec-
tions related to toxic exposure, giving 
the VA the tools it needs to bolster its 
workforce, establish more healthcare 
facilities, and improve claims proc-
essing. 

There is always a cost to war, and 
that cost is never fully paid when the 
war ends. Our country didn’t live up to 
its promise to veterans like Will 
Thompson and Heath Robinson, but if 
we do what Senator MORAN and I have 
done, and that is put politics aside, if 
we put our American men and women’s 
bravest first, if we can begin settling 
our debts to millions of other veterans 
and their families by getting this bill 
across the finish line, we will have 
done something great. 

And I would urge my colleagues to 
support this final procedural vote and a 
vote that is critical to moving this bill 
forward. 

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that the remaining pending 
amendments be withdrawn, with the 

exception of the substitute amendment 
No. 5051. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The amendments were withdrawn. 
Mr. TESTER. I yield the floor. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 5051 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. All postcloture time has expired. 
The question now occurs on agreeing 

to amendment No. 5051. 
Mr. TESTER. I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Is there a sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

The result was announced—yeas 84, 
nays 15, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 226 Leg.] 
YEAS—84 

Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Braun 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Feinstein 

Fischer 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—15 

Blackburn 
Burr 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Lankford 

Lee 
Lummis 
Paul 
Romney 
Scott (SC) 

Shelby 
Sullivan 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 

NOT VOTING—1 

Wicker 

The amendment (No. 5051) was agreed 
to. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HICKENLOOPER). Pursuant to rule XXII, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the 
pending cloture motion, which the 
clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar 
No. 388, H.R. 3967, a bill to improve health 
care and benefits for veterans exposed to 
toxic substances, and for other purposes. 

Charles E. Schumer, Jon Tester, Tammy 
Duckworth, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Mar-
garet Wood Hassan, Kyrsten Sinema, 

Mark Kelly, Christopher Murphy, 
Sherrod Brown, Tina Smith, Jacky 
Rosen, Benjamin L. Cardin, Jack Reed, 
Tammy Baldwin, Jeanne Shaheen, 
Mazie K. Hirono, Ben Ray Luján. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on H.R. 3967, the 
bill to improve healthcare and benefits 
for veterans exposed to toxic sub-
stances, and for other purposes, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 76, 
nays 23, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 227 Leg.] 
YEAS—76 

Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Braun 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Cruz 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 

Feinstein 
Fischer 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Marshall 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott (FL) 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—23 

Blackburn 
Burr 
Crapo 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 

McConnell 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Sasse 
Scott (SC) 

Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Wicker 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 76, the nays are 23. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

JUNETEENTH 
Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, on 

Monday, these Chambers will be 
empty, but our hearts will be full be-
cause we will be joining the American 
people in commemorating a historic 
moment in our Nation’s story— 
Juneteenth, the formal end of slavery 
in the United States. 

One year ago today, we stood to-
gether, across party lines, to pass this 
legislation to memorialize this impor-
tant day as a Federal holiday. Though 
we celebrate this anniversary today, on 
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Monday, communities across our Na-
tion have been marking Juneteenth for 
more than 150 years. 

The celebration of Juneteenth dates 
back to June 19, 1865, when Union sol-
diers led by Major General Gordon 
Granger traveled to Galveston, TX, 
with the announcement that the Civil 
War had ended and that the enslaved 
were now free. 

This was 21⁄2 years after the date of 
President Lincoln’s Emancipation 
Proclamation. Either the news of Lin-
coln’s order had not reached many, in-
cluding those in Texas, or local offi-
cials refused to enforce the Emanci-
pation Proclamation. 

Decades later, I introduced, along 
with my partners in service, Senators 
CORY BOOKER and TINA SMITH and Rep-
resentative SHEILA JACKSON LEE, the 
Juneteenth National Independence Day 
Act to honor the day that these Ameri-
cans took their first steps into freedom 
and finally made Juneteenth a Federal 
holiday. 

On June 17, 2021, I was honored to 
stand with Vice President KAMALA 
HARRIS, Senator SMITH, Representative 
JACKSON Lee, Senator CORNYN, Senator 
WARNOCK, and Ms. Opal Lee, while 
President Biden signed the National 
Juneteenth Independence Day Act into 
law. 

And why do I mention Ms. Opal Lee? 
Well, because she is the grandmother of 
the Juneteenth movement, who fought 
for years to make Juneteenth a Fed-
eral holiday, from Fort Worth, TX, an 
activist, an educator, who walked 21⁄2 
miles every day, fighting for the 
United States to finally have 
Juneteenth a Federal holiday. And at 
the age of 94, she saw that become a re-
ality in the White House. 

And in doing so, Juneteenth finally 
took its rightful place amongst other 
Federal holidays so that all Americans 
in all States can celebrate Juneteenth 
just like they celebrate Memorial Day. 
The same way they celebrate Martin 
Luther King Day, they now celebrate 
Juneteenth. 

Juneteenth is a holiday that requires 
us to remember, reflect, and recommit 
to the principles that undergird our 
Nation, liberty and justice for all, but 
that we have never fully embodied. 

We continue to strive to live up to 
these principles today. Systemic dis-
crimination and mistreatment of Black 
and Brown Americans still permeates 
our society—from our criminal justice 
system to our schools, to our 
healthcare systems, that is why it is so 
important that we can learn from our 
past and honor the heroes in our his-
tory who have bent the moral arc of 
our Nation toward justice. 

We face a long road toward justice 
and equality in the United States, and 
for us to move forward, that path must 
be lit with the recognition of our Na-
tion’s history. 

Juneteenth is our Nation’s history. 
Disparities and injustices reflect the 
unfulfilled promise of a nation built 
upon the notion that all people are cre-
ated equal. 

And it has roots in our Nation’s 
original sin—slavery—a crime against 
humanity that we have for far too long 
failed to fully acknowledge or to ad-
dress. 

In commemorating Juneteenth as a 
Federal holiday, we will not fulfill our 
obligation to right all these wrongs or 
fix what remains broken, but it is the 
truth of our history. We must read 
these missing chapters to understand 
our national story of freedom and inde-
pendence. 

And right now, in red States across 
the country, extremists don’t want us 
to learn from our own history. They 
are burning books and threatening 
schoolteachers in an attempt to stop 
our young people from understanding 
our Nation’s past and how it sheds 
light on our present. 

These extremists are afraid that 
learning about our Nation’s history, in-
cluding many dark chapters as well as 
the many triumphs, is a threat. And in-
stead of empowering our children to 
learn from their example, they wish to 
silence the stories of the brave women 
and men who have fought for racial 
equality, and those who continue to 
fight today follow in that tradition. 

Critics say that this discourse will 
divide us, but that couldn’t be less 
true. More than 150 years since the 
freeing of the last slaves in America, 
our Nation stands at a crossroads on 
our path to racial justice and equality. 

We must recognize our wrongs, ac-
knowledge the pain, acknowledge the 
suffering of generations of slaves and 
their descendants, and understand the 
structures of inequity that continue to 
oppress communities of color and, im-
portantly, learn how the freedom fight-
ers of yesterday and today embody the 
truest values of our Nation. 

We have them to thank for our 
march toward a more perfect Union, 
but there is more work to be done. As 
Ms. Opal Lee said when talking about 
Juneteenth as a unifier, ‘‘I truly be-
lieve that we can do so much more to-
gether rather than apart.’’ 

Together, thanks to the work of this 
Chamber and so many Americans 
across our Nation who have fought to 
tell the full story of our past, Ameri-
cans will commemorate Juneteenth on 
Monday. 

In doing so, we will join with one an-
other in honoring our past and recom-
mitting to the work which lies ahead. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
GUN VIOLENCE 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, on Sun-
day, a bipartisan group of Senators an-
nounced principles for addressing the 
concerns over shootings like occurred 
in Uvalde, TX, 3 weeks ago, and other 
places as well. 

And I would say we have been mak-
ing good progress, but we have run into 
a couple of bumps in the road that have 
slowed things down a little bit. 

One of them is over crisis interven-
tion programs, something we agree is 

very important. I believe that we ought 
to put every State in the position of 
seeking and receiving funds for crisis 
intervention programs that they have 
in place already, even if they don’t 
have a red flag law. 

‘‘Red flag’’ has been what has been 
discussed and discussed many times, 
but 19 States have red flag laws, but 
that means 31 States have other crisis 
intervention initiatives that are de-
signed to address the same problem, 
which is people who are a danger to 
themselves and others because of their 
mental health. It includes things like 
assisted outpatient treatment pro-
grams, drug courts, mental health 
courts, and veterans courts. 

The other issue that we are wrestling 
with relates to the domestic violence 
provision and the way nontraditional 
relationships are handled. We need to 
define this in a very crystal clear way. 
It can’t be overly broad or open to in-
terpretation. It needs to be something 
that can actually be applied because we 
are talking about very serious con-
sequences here. 

Of course, with both of these provi-
sions, we must include rigorous due 
process protections. That is a redline 
for folks on my side of the aisle. 

I know Senator SCHUMER, the major-
ity leader, wants to put this bill on the 
floor next week, but unless we can re-
solve these differences over these two 
provisions and do it soon, hopefully 
today, then we won’t have time to pre-
pare the text so Senators can read the 
bill for themselves, which we would ex-
pect them to do. And so that is going 
to require some continued work and 
good faith negotiations on all sides. 

The details of these provisions are 
critical for support from my colleagues 
on this side of the aisle, and I hope 
that our colleagues across the aisle 
will understand, if we continue down 
this path without resolution, that we 
are jeopardizing the timetable that the 
majority leader has set out for us, or 
we are jeopardizing the likelihood we 
can get to 60 votes for anything, and we 
know how hard this is. 

I am eager to wrap up our negotia-
tions, but we are not going to cut cor-
ners or capitulate for the sole purpose 
of passing something. I am not willing 
to compromise on some of my basic 
principles or throw the Constitution 
out the window so we can have some-
thing we can hold up and say: Look 
what we did. 

There is a bipartisan appetite to get 
this done—that is good—and I am opti-
mistic about how far we have come, 
but we are not there yet, and we need 
to continue and do so quickly to reach 
an agreement on language so we can 
then write the text and have the vote. 

From the outset, I said I wanted to 
identify targeted reforms that could 
have prevented the recent tragedies in 
Uvalde and elsewhere. That includes 
stronger mental health resources, 
which could have helped Salvador 
Ramos before he became so sick that 
he killed innocent children, and he 
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committed suicide, essentially, in the 
process. That includes school safety 
measures, which could have prevented 
the shooter from actually getting in-
side Robb Elementary School. It in-
cludes reforms to prevent violence by 
criminals and other dangerous individ-
uals. 

The National Instant Criminal Back-
ground Check System is one of the 
most effective tools we have to keep 
guns out of the hands of criminals and 
people who suffer from severe mental 
illness, but it is not a perfect system. 
It is only as good as the information 
contained in the system. 

For example, in 2017, in the shooting 
in Sutherland Springs—a little town 
outside of San Antonio, TX, my home-
town—what happened there high-
lighted the gaping hole in the back-
ground check system. Despite the fact 
that the shooter had a long and dis-
turbing history of violence that should 
have prohibited him from purchasing a 
gun, he was able to do so because the 
Air Force in this instance had not 
uploaded his felony convictions, his do-
mestic violence conviction, or his men-
tal health commitment. 

In response to Sutherland Springs, 
Senator MURPHY and I introduced the 
Fix NICS Act to ensure that all Fed-
eral Agencies accurately and correctly 
upload the required conviction records 
on a timely basis. 

Yes, this is the same Senator CHRIS 
MURPHY whom I am working with now 
to try to achieve success here. We have 
done it before, and I believe we can do 
it again. Our bill was signed into law in 
March of 2018, and in the first 3 years, 
111⁄2 million more records were 
uploaded into the three national data-
bases that the FBI checks. The number 
of records in one of those databases in-
creased by more than 30 percent alone. 
So I think I can say with assurance 
that what we did together in 2018 has 
saved lives because if it kept a gun out 
of the hands of somebody who is al-
ready prohibited from getting a gun 
under current law, we will have saved a 
life—maybe even the life of the shoot-
er. Sixty percent of the gun deaths in 
America are suicides. But I know we 
have saved at least those lives and I 
think many others as well. 

But, as the Uvalde shooting dem-
onstrated, there is another hole in the 
background check system, and that is 
juvenile records. 

Salvador Ramos showed up at the age 
of 18 and had a clean record as far as 
the background check system was con-
cerned because it couldn’t look back at 
his troubled history, struggling with 
mental health and law enforcement 
problems. So he showed up as if he had 
been born the day before, and nothing 
else previously mattered because it 
wasn’t in the background check sys-
tem. 

If there are disqualifying criminal or 
mental health records, that informa-
tion should show up in the NICS sys-
tem. In other words, if there are things 
in your life that would disqualify you if 

you were an adult but that happened 
before you turned 18, I think that is the 
information we need and would want to 
have for purposes of determining who 
should be able to purchase or possess a 
firearm. So that wall that prevents the 
lookback into pre-18-year-old records is 
obviously a problem. 

Four years ago, the Uvalde Police 
Department received information 
about two male juveniles, 13 and 14 
years old, who were plotting a school 
shooting for their senior year. That 
was 4 years ago, and they were plotting 
a school shooting when they graduated 
in—you guessed it—2022. Now, there is 
no way for us to know for sure whether 
one of those individuals was Salvador 
Ramos because those juvenile records 
are not available to us. But I am here 
to say that if it is not Salvador Ramos, 
then we have even a bigger problem. If 
there are two additional, young, 13- 
and 14-year-old boys out there saying 
they are going to shoot up the school 
when they become seniors, we have 
even a bigger problem. 

One of the provisions we are dis-
cussing would encourage the States to 
upload similar relevant juvenile 
records into the NICS. This is standard 
practice in some but not all States, and 
it is easy to see why it is important. 

If an 18-year-old is convicted of ag-
gravated assault—a felony—the record 
will show up in his background check 
and prohibit him from purchasing a 
gun, but if a 17-year-old is convicted of 
the same crime, the record will not 
necessarily be uploaded into the Na-
tional Instant Criminal Background 
Check System. If he tries to purchase a 
gun at 18, the background check is 
likely to come back clean—again, be-
cause the system is only as good as the 
information in it. 

Let me give you another example. An 
individual can be adjudicated mentally 
ill on his 17th birthday and actually be 
civilly committed for multiple months 
in a mental institution, but that same 
person could likely purchase a gun at 
the age of 18 without anything showing 
up on his record. Existing law prohibits 
that purchase, but not all the States 
are sending that information to the 
National Instant Criminal Background 
Check System. 

Those are examples of why it is so 
important to be able to get that 
lookback in the pre-18-year-old history 
for mental health or criminal justice 
encounters. 

This is not actually an expansion of 
the background check system because 
it doesn’t add any new restrictions to 
gun ownership, but it would permit the 
background check system to actually 
have access to relevant and material 
information. It is a commonsense step 
to ensure that the data in the NICS 
system is accurate. 

That is easy enough to say, but we 
need to ensure this idea would work in 
practice, and that is exactly what we 
are examining now. 

No. 1, we need to ensure this provi-
sion would protect due process of law. 

That is a constitutional right that is 
fundamental. Under current law, any-
one who receives a denial has the right 
to appeal that decision or challenge the 
accuracy of the record. Of course, those 
same protections should exist for juve-
nile records as well. 

Secondly, we need to establish an in-
terim plan while these records are 
being uploaded into the background 
check system, a process that will take 
some time. 

Now, my colleagues across the aisle 
suggested a mandatory waiting period 
for all purchasers under the age of 21, 
but we didn’t agree to that. There is no 
reason why somebody who passes a 
background check with all relevant in-
formation in the database should be de-
nied the ability to purchase a gun. In 
fact, we are talking again about a con-
stitutional right. So no mandatory 
waiting period. But we are looking at 
extending the investigatory period for 
juvenile records that are unclear or 
ambiguous. Let me explain what I am 
talking about. 

Under current law, a person who 
wants to purchase a gun from their 
local retailer must complete a back-
ground check. We talked about that. In 
nearly 90 percent of the cases, the 
background check is resolved almost 
immediately because these are comput-
erized records. The average processing 
time is, in fact, less than 2 minutes. In 
those cases, the seller receives an im-
mediate answer—either the sale can 
proceed or it cannot. 

In the remaining roughly 10 percent 
of background checks, the system 
doesn’t return a green light or a red 
light. In short, this happens when there 
are question marks or other things 
that need to be inquired about. This 
could be caused by a number of factors. 
If the buyer has a common name, the 
system could pull records on the wrong 
individual with the same name. It 
could also be caused by incomplete 
criminal history records. For example, 
if somebody was convicted of assault 
but the record doesn’t say whether it 
was a felony or misdemeanor or in 
some cases whether the assault was a 
domestic violence incident, that would 
have consequences in terms of their 
ability to purchase a firearm. So fur-
ther review, further investigation 
sometimes is necessary to see whether 
the light should be green or the light 
should be red. 

Under the current law, the FBI has 
up to 3 business days to complete a 
background check and give the seller a 
clean answer on whether the sale can 
proceed. That is current law, up to 3 
days. In many cases, this review that 
we are talking about adding for persons 
between 18 and 21—this review can 
clarify that the sale can proceed, and 
that is a great thing. That is how we 
safeguard Second Amendment rights 
for law-abiding gun owners. 

We discussed the idea of extending 
that investigatory period when there is 
a question mark surrounding juvenile 
records. Again, this is the exception to 
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the rule, where more information is re-
quired because the answer that you get 
is ambiguous or unclear. 

Under this enhanced review, an 18- 
year-old with a clean record would be 
able to expeditiously purchase a fire-
arm. The extended investigation period 
would only apply to those rare cases 
and, again, only for those 18 to 20 for 
whom the system does not return a 
clear answer—yes or no, green or red— 
but, rather, a yellow light. 

We believe this is a commonsense 
and straightforward way to improve 
the existing background check system 
without adding new restrictions. 

As I said, negotiations are ongoing, 
but time is of the essence because we 
need to get to an agreement so we can 
get text to our colleagues so that the 
majority leader can bring this bill up 
on the floor next week after giving ev-
eryone a chance to read it and under-
stand it and have their questions an-
swered. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, the Senate proceed 
to executive session to consider the fol-
lowing nominations en bloc: Calendar 
Nos. 732 and 735; that the Senate vote 
on the nominations en bloc without in-
tervening action or debate; that the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table; that any 
statements related to the nominations 
be printed in the RECORD; and that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action and the Senate re-
sume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. BRAUN. Mr. President, reserving 

the right to object, it has come to my 
attention recently on a couple of the 
nominees whom the Federal Mine Safe-
ty and Health Review Commission is 
entertaining—this body has been rife 
with allegations of abuse of power and 
a hostile work environment, resulting 
in several whistleblower complaints. 
Several of these allegations would have 
occurred during both Mary Lu Jordan’s 
and Timothy Baker’s previous tenures 
at the Agency. 

The Federal Mine Safety and Health 
Review Commission was created under 
the Mine Act, which declared that the 
industry must view the health and 
safety and consider it the most pre-
cious resource of the miner. The Agen-
cy does not have its own Office of In-
spector General to review these consid-
erations. I think it probably needs one. 
This has led to ongoing efforts by both 
House Oversight and Senate Repub-
licans. 

It is important to shine a light on 
Agencies like this, the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health Review Commission, 
that have little to no oversight cur-
rently. 

So, until I am satisfied—and I think 
others as well—that we look into that, 
that we vet those concerns, and have 
some type of interim oversight, I do ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
OSSOFF). Objection is heard. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I have 

some remarks on the nominations. 
As the Senator from Indiana noted, 

the two individuals talked about are 
Timothy ‘‘T.J.’’ Baker and Mary Lu 
Jordan to serve on the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health Review Commission. 
Mr. Baker and Ms. Jordan are highly 
qualified nominees who were nomi-
nated last year. 

Mr. Baker currently serves as the as-
sociate general counsel of the United 
Mine Workers of America and pre-
viously worked for the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health Review Commission, 
first as an attorney-advisor in the Of-
fice of Administrative Law Judges in 
Pittsburgh and then as attorney-advi-
sor in the Office of the Commissioners 
in Washington, DC. Mr. Baker is also 
the son of a coal miner. 

Ms. Jordan was appointed as a Com-
missioner on the Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Review Commission in 1994 
and has served in that capacity almost 
continuously since then. Her most re-
cent term as Commissioner ended in 
2020, and she has since served as senior 
attorney-advisor at the Commission. 

Given their expertise and commit-
ment to public service, both Mr. Baker 
and Ms. Jordan would be assets to the 
Federal Mine Safety and Health Re-
view Commission. It is past due that 
the Senate confirm their nominations. 
Confirming both would give Democrats 
a majority on the Commission. 

Mr. Baker and Ms. Jordan are among 
the excellent nominees who have been 
put forward by the Biden-Harris admin-
istration. Nominees like Mr. Baker and 
Ms. Jordan will help us represent our 
Nation’s coal miners, and I hope we can 
advance their nominations today. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. OSSOFF. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
ROSEN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

H.R. 3967 
Mr. OSSOFF. Madam President, I 

rise today to urge my colleagues— 
Democrats, Independents, Repub-
licans—to seize this opportunity that 
we have to pass bipartisan legislation 
to look out for the veterans of wars in 
Iraq and Afghanistan who are suffering 
the terrible consequences of exposure 
to burn pits, toxic fumes, and toxic 
waste. 

When we send Americans to war, car-
ing for them when they return is not a 
favor, it is not a good deed, it is not a 

choice; it is a sacred obligation of the 
U.S. Government. 

I would observe that many of the 
same Senators who voted to send our 
forces into harm’s way in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan are still serving in this body 
today. 

We have a sacred obligation to pass 
this legislation to ensure that those 
who served in those conflicts and any-
where around the world in service to 
the United States, suffering from the 
effects of exposure to toxins, get the 
care they need through the VA. 

This is about folks like COL David 
McCracken of Tyrone, GA, an Army 
Reservist deployed in defense of our 
country after 9/11. Colonel McCracken 
made it home from those deployments. 
He served his country. He did his duty 
with valor and bravery. But at the age 
of 45, when otherwise healthy, Colonel 
McCracken was diagnosed with brain 
cancer—a rare occurrence at his age— 
and 11 months later, he was dead, 
taken from a wife and three children. 

This is about folks like Army SGT 
Jeff Danovich, who fought in Mosul in 
2004, where he lived just 100 yards from 
a burn pit. Like Colonel McCracken, 
Sergeant Danovich did his duty. He 
served in combat. He came home to his 
family, but just 2 years ago, Sergeant 
Danovich was diagnosed with leu-
kemia. And when he filed for disability 
with the VA because of his exposure to 
burn pits, his claim was denied. 

Let me just state again that when 
this government sends its forces into 
harm’s way, caring for them when they 
return is not a good deed. We don’t get 
extra credit for doing this. It is not a 
favor; it is our job. And let me remind 
my colleagues once again that many of 
you in this body voted to send these 
men and women into combat. 

So Senator TESTER and Senator 
MORAN have presented us with a bipar-
tisan bill to do what is right and look 
after the veterans who did their jobs 
for us when we sent them to do those 
jobs. Let’s do our jobs for them and 
pass this legislation. 

I yield the floor. 
(Ms. BALDWIN assumed the Chair.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

SMITH). The Senator from Illinois. 
TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF DACA 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, it 
was 10 years ago today that President 
Obama walked into the White House 
Rose Garden and said he had an an-
nouncement to make. 

He made an announcement which 
changed the lives of hundreds of thou-
sands of people living in America. He 
announced the Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals. Now, we call it 
DACA. 

And with that announcement, I 
joined with, I guess, thousands of 
young leaders across this country and 
breathed a sigh of relief. 

Over the past decade, DACA has al-
lowed more than 800,000 Dreamers to 
remain in the only home they have 
ever known: America. These young 
people we call Dreamers came to this 
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country as children, some as young as 
a few months old. They grew up study-
ing in our classrooms. They grew up 
befriending our children and grand-
children. They went to church with us, 
and when they were kids, every morn-
ing they stood up in that classroom 
and pledged allegiance to that flag. 
And the reason they did it, of course, is 
they believed it was their flag. 

In the years since DACA was an-
nounced, a lot has changed in the 
world. Presidents have come and gone, 
wars have ended, and a once-in-a-cen-
tury pandemic has rocked the world. 

But in the face of all these changes 
and upheavals, one thing remains 
steady, constant, and predictable: the 
devotion of Dreamers to America. 
These young people have demonstrated 
an unwavering commitment to Amer-
ica. They served as our school teachers, 
first responders, members of the mili-
tary, essential workers in the pan-
demic. 

More than 200,000 DACA recipients 
were classified by our government as 
‘‘essential critical infrastructure work-
ers’’ during the pandemic—200,000 of 
them. And, remember, they don’t enjoy 
the benefit of citizenship yet. Among 
them are 40,000 healthcare industry 
workers, doctors, nurses, paramedics. 

Over the years, I have come to the 
floor of the Senate over 125 different 
times to tell the stories of the Dream-
ers. These stories show us what is at 
stake when we consider the fate of 
DACA and the Dream Act. 

Today, I want to tell you the story of 
Yazmin Ruiz. She is the 130th Dreamer 
story that I have told on the Senate 
floor. 

This is a photograph of Yazmin. 
She arrived in this country at the 

age of 3, along with her twin sister and 
her mom. And even though her ex-
tended family remained in Mexico, she 
said she never felt alone growing up in 
Arizona because ‘‘we were surrounded 
by community.’’ 

But when Yazmin was 16, the family 
suffered a tragedy that ignited her pas-
sion for medicine. Her mother had a 
stroke, and when the family arrived at 
the hospital, they were shocked to dis-
cover that none of the healthcare pro-
viders spoke Spanish. 

At a young age, Yazmin, who was 
grappling with the trauma and fear 
that her mother might die, was forced 
to play the role of interpreter and 
translator to save her mother’s life. 

It was at that moment, even as a ter-
rified 16-year-old, that Yazmin resolved 
to become a healthcare hero if her 
mom needed her. 

She studied hard in high school. She 
graduated with honors. She made her 
way to the University of New Mexico, 
where she earned a bachelor of science 
in biology and Spanish. 

Yazmin then matriculated to the 
University of New Mexico School of 
Medicine, but then she hit a speed 
bump. She discovered that her immi-
gration status was going to stop her 
from receiving a professional license to 

practice medicine. Her dream was in-
terrupted. 

What did she do? She said: No way. 
She wouldn’t accept no for an answer. 

She joined a coalition of like-minded 
students and rallied support in the New 
Mexico Legislature to change the State 
law on licensure. 

Now Yazmin Ruiz is fulfilling her 
childhood dream. Every day she deliv-
ers care and support to families like 
her own and offers the guidance that 
she once sought as a teenager lost in 
our healthcare system. 

Yazmin is in the third year of her 
general surgeon residency at the Uni-
versity of New Mexico. And at the 
height of the pandemic, she was deep in 
the trenches of our healthcare system. 

Back in the summer of 2020, when 
COVID was new and basically un-
known, Yazmin was working 80 hours a 
week, providing daily care to COVID- 
positive patients, performing CPR, and 
wearing protective gear from head to 
toe. 

Like so many Dreamers, Yazmin’s 
commitment to serving her community 
was unshakeable. Even when her own 
family members came down with 
COVID, she didn’t stay home and take 
care of them. She went to work. Day 
after day, she put her life on the line to 
save the lives of others. 

And she has continued that journey 
as a healthcare professional against 
improbable odds. 

Yazmin considers it ‘‘a privilege and 
an honor to serve America in the midst 
of an unprecedented public health cri-
sis.’’ 

I want to thank Yazmin Ruiz for her 
service on the frontlines of the 
coronavirus pandemic. She is an immi-
grant health hero. She is a DACA 
health hero. She has put herself and 
her family at risk to protect American 
lives. She shouldn’t also have to worry 
about whether she is going to be de-
ported tomorrow and whether her fam-
ily will be deported as well. 

Think about that for one moment. 
This young woman, against all the 
odds, is pursuing her residency in sur-
gery. She is determined to serve this 
Nation and to make people’s lives bet-
ter. 

And what is our response, our official 
government response? Sorry. You are 
not a citizen, and under the current 
law, you never will be. 

So you ask yourself, what are we 
thinking? If a quality, contributing 
person like Yazmin Ruiz is willing to 
defy the odds and to risk everything to 
be a doctor, why aren’t we applauding 
that, rewarding that, giving her an in-
centive and others like her to be a gen-
eration of service to America? 

Basic question we have to ask, would 
we be a better nation, a better country, 
if we deported Yazmin Ruiz? I hope the 
answer is pretty obvious. It is to me. 

Over the past 20 years or more, I have 
had the privilege of sharing more than 
100 stories like Yazmin’s on the floor of 
the Senate—the stories of Dreamers 
who have given everything they can to 

America and who have more than 
earned their place in America’s story. 

Yet these brilliant young people are 
still waiting on us, on Congress, to fin-
ish the job that President Obama start-
ed with DACA. This program was al-
ways supposed to be a temporary solu-
tion. Ten years ago we knew that. The 
permanent solution was enacting a 
piece of legislation that I introduced 20 
years ago called the DREAM Act. It 
provides a path to citizenship for 
Dreamers, including young immigrants 
eligible for DACA. 

Congress has been on the cusp of 
passing the DREAM Act for years. In 
2013, we included it in a larger immi-
gration package that passed the Senate 
with 68 votes. It was a glorious day. 
Can you imagine it—68 votes in the 
Senate for anything? 

And that broad bipartisan support re-
flected America’s public opinion; that 
the Dream Act was the right thing to 
do. In fact, over the years, ‘‘Dreamers’’ 
have become a household word. When 
we came up with the name for this leg-
islation over 20 years ago, and you said 
the word ‘‘Dreamers,’’ people would 
say: Oh, I know that. That is a rock 
group, a British rock group, and it 
might have been Freddie and the 
Dreamers, but that wasn’t the group 
we were describing at all. 

These Dreamers have touched the 
hearts of America because in the 
Dreamers we see our own history as a 
nation of immigrants. We know that 
they deserve permanent status in this 
country, their home. They have earned 
it, but time and again the Senate has 
failed DACA recipients. 

Instead of making these protections 
permanent, we have left them in doubt. 
The former President of the United 
States, Donald Trump, even attempted 
to terminate the DACA Program to 
turn people like Yazmin Ruiz away 
from the country. 

Can you imagine what that would 
have meant to her, to her family, to 
New Mexico, to America, for all the 
Americans whose lives have been saved 
by Dreamers like Yazmin or for the Na-
tion’s classrooms and businesses that 
count on these idealistic, hard-working 
people who want to be part of our fu-
ture? 

And our failure to protect Dreamers 
is not only a human disaster, it is an 
economic disaster. It doesn’t add up. 

DACA recipients and their house-
holds pay more than $5 billion in Fed-
eral taxes, more than $3 billion in 
State and local taxes every single year. 
That is money that funds the construc-
tion of roads and bridges, pays Social 
Security, Medicare, and Medicaid. And 
the economic upside of enacting the 
Dream Act is even bigger. 

Last year, the House passed the bi-
partisan Dream and Promise Act. If the 
Senate just followed their lead and 
passed that legislation today, we could 
increase America’s GDP by more than 
$800 billion over the next decade and 
create hundreds of thousands of jobs in 
the process. 
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Our broken immigration system is 

embarrassing. It is failing America, 
and it is failing our families. It is also 
failing our economy. Beyond the 
Dream Act, Congress on both sides of 
the political spectrum agree, com-
prehensive immigration reform would 
boost our economic growth and help 
ease inflationary pressures in the 
United States. The United States 
Chamber of Commerce even called for 
doubling the number of legal immi-
grants in America to address the work-
er shortage and in turn alleviate infla-
tion. With the Dream Act, we are talk-
ing about a bipartisan measure that is 
very simple in scope. It allows young 
people who have grown up in America 
to continue contributing to our econ-
omy. For decades now, Dreamers have 
been stuck in legislative purgatory. 
Only a subset of them have been able 
to secure DACA protections, and even 
for those who do, they have to renew 
their status every 2 years, which means 
they can only plan their lives in uncer-
tain 2-year increments. That is unfair. 
No, it is cruel. 

Dreamers are living with the sword 
of Damocles hanging over their head. 
In the coming weeks, a Federal judge 
could strike down DACA and deport 
these young people to countries they 
barely remember, if they remember at 
all. Just last year, a Federal judge in 
Texas limited the program to only re-
newing applications. That ruling was 
wrong. It excluded a whole generation 
of Dreamers from stepping out of the 
shadows of a broken immigration sys-
tem. 

If there is one lesson we can learn 
from the bipartisan gun safety frame-
work that is being debated this week in 
Washington, it is that the Members of 
this Senate are not as divided as the 
American people think. We can come 
together to support commonsense poli-
cies that secure a brighter future for 
America. That is exactly the oppor-
tunity we have with the Dream Act. 

I can think of no better way to cele-
brate the 10-year anniversary of DACA 
than by finally passing this legislation, 
offering every one of our amazing 
Dreamers a path to American citizen-
ship, which they deserve and they have 
earned. An overwhelming bipartisan 
majority of voters want Congress to 
pass the Dream Act. They know it will 
dramatically grow our economy and 
strengthen our Nation. Most impor-
tantly, it is the right thing to do. 

It is time for Congress to step up and 
meet our responsibility—Democrats, 
Republicans and Independents alike. 
Let’s get this done. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HICKENLOOPER). The Senator from 
Vermont. 

BUDGET RESOLUTION 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, at 5:15 

this afternoon, we will be voting on a 
budget resolution written by my col-
league Senator RAND PAUL from Ken-
tucky. As chairman of the Budget 
Committee, I urge a very strong ‘‘no’’ 
vote. 

At a time of a massive incline in 
wealth inequality, at a time when two 
people in our country own more wealth 
than the bottom 42 percent of our pop-
ulation, at a time when the top 1 per-
cent owns more wealth than the bot-
tom 92 percent, at a time when we are 
looking at more income and wealth in-
equality than at any time in American 
history, this budget resolution offered 
by Senator PAUL would move us in ex-
actly the wrong direction and make a 
bad situation worse. 

Senator PAUL’s resolution would 
make the very wealthiest people in this 
country even wealthier, while at the 
same time, it would make tens of mil-
lions of middle-class Americans—peo-
ple in the middle class, people in the 
working class, lower income Ameri-
cans—even poorer. 

We remain, sadly, the only major 
country on Earth not to guarantee 
healthcare to all people as a human 
right. We pay the highest prices by far 
in the world for prescription drugs. 
Half of our people are living paycheck 
to paycheck, and millions are working 
at 8, 9, 10 bucks an hour because we 
still have a disastrous, starvation min-
imum wage of $7.25 an hour. Many mil-
lions of Americans today, as housing 
prices soar, are spending half or more 
of their limited incomes on housing. 
Forty-five million people in our coun-
try are struggling with student debt. 
At a time when half of older Americans 
have no savings—people have worked 
their entire lives, and they have no 
savings to prepare themselves for re-
tirement. The Social Security benefits 
that they will receive are inadequate 
to allow them to live out their remain-
ing years in dignity. 

What this budget resolution brought 
forth by Senator PAUL does is exactly 
the opposite of what we should be 
doing. Instead of expanding Medicare 
to make sure that every man, woman, 
and child in this country has 
healthcare as a human right, this is a 
budget that would lead to devastating 
cuts to Medicare, cuts to Medicaid, and 
cuts to other public health programs. 

Senator PAUL’s budget resolution 
would cut nutrition assistance at a 
time when there are children in Amer-
ica today who are going hungry. It 
would cut Federal aid to education at a 
time when schools are looking for fund-
ing to pay the teachers they need ade-
quate wages. But in the midst of this 
budget that cuts healthcare, that cuts 
education, that cuts Social Security, 
that cuts every benefit needed by ordi-
nary Americans, this is a budget that 
would give massive tax breaks to the 
wealthiest people in this country. 

So you have a situation where, right 
now, we have a tax system which is 
broken, which is corrupt, which allows 
some billionaires in a given year to pay 
zero in Federal income taxes—zero. 
Some of the richest people in this 
country in a given year do not pay a 
nickel in Federal income tax. We have 
a tax system which allows dozens of 
major, profitable corporations making 

billions of dollars a year in profit to 
pay in a given year zero in Federal in-
come tax. We have an effective tax rate 
today in which billionaires pay a lower 
effective rate than nurses and fire-
fighters. That is what we have today. 
Senator PAUL’s budget—well, you 
guessed it. You are right. It would give 
even more tax breaks to the 1 percent 
and to the billionaire class. 

Unfortunately, the vision of America 
that Senator PAUL’s budget puts for-
ward—balancing the budget on the 
backs of working families, the elderly, 
the children, the sick, and the poor in 
order to make the richest people in 
America even richer—is not just the vi-
sion of Senator PAUL. I wish it was just 
his vision, and I have to applaud his 
honesty for coming forward and put-
ting his vision on paper. Unfortu-
nately, it is the vision of many, many 
people in the Republican Party, and 
this is what they want. 

Senator PAUL and many in the Re-
publican Party do not believe that it 
was good enough to provide over $1 
trillion in tax breaks to the top 1 per-
cent and large corporations, as they 
did when Trump was President—not 
good enough. The budget that we are 
debating today, Senator PAUL’s pro-
posal, would make those tax breaks for 
the wealthy and the powerful perma-
nent—permanent—at a cost of more 
than $2 trillion over the next decade, 
cutting nutrition programs for hungry 
children, throwing millions of people 
off of Medicare and Medicaid, but pro-
viding $2 trillion in tax breaks for the 
very wealthy. 

Under Trump, Republicans came 
within 1 vote of passing a bill that 
would have thrown up to 32 million 
Americans off of health insurance and 
eliminated vital protections for people 
with preexisting conditions like cancer 
or diabetes and substantially increased 
premiums for older workers. That was 
the bill that the Trump administration 
tried to get passed. It failed by one 
vote—the late Senator McCain. 

Senator PAUL and many Republicans 
who support this budget resolution be-
lieve that what they tried to do a few 
years ago in decimating the Affordable 
Care Act—hey, that didn’t go far 
enough. 

So the budget that we are talking 
about right now, Senator PAUL’s pro-
posal, would throw up to 35 million 
Americans off of Medicaid. 

So what do you do in the middle of a 
pandemic when you have no health in-
surance? Well, right now, as a nation 
today, there are estimates that about 
60,000 people a year die because they 
don’t get to a doctor on time. Throw 35 
million people off Medicaid, that num-
ber will escalate. We are talking about 
tens and tens of thousands of people 
who would die because they wouldn’t 
have Medicaid, wouldn’t be able to go 
to a doctor when they are sick. 

When Donald Trump was in office, he 
proposed a budget that would have cut 
Medicare by nearly $845 billion. Sen-
ator PAUL and the Republicans who 
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will support this budget do not believe 
that those cuts went far enough—only 
$845 billion in cuts to Medicare. The 
budget we are debating today would 
cut Medicare by up to $3.9 trillion over 
the next decade and throw some 29 mil-
lion senior citizens and persons with 
disabilities off of Medicare. 

At a time when tens of millions of 
Americans struggle with hunger, Sen-
ator PAUL and the Republicans who 
support this budget want to cut the 
SNAP program by $300 billion, throw-
ing some 13 million people off of that 
program. 

I don’t know what a nation stands for 
if we cannot feed the hungry and if we 
cannot provide healthcare to people 
who need it, but that is what this budg-
et does. Overall, Senator PAUL’s budget 
would make $15 trillion in cuts over 
the next 10 years, slashing the Federal 
budget by nearly 40 percent by the end 
of this decade. 

So that is where we are today, Mr. 
President. And, again, I would reit-
erate that this is not just Senator 
PAUL’s budget. And I applaud him for 
his honesty. He is an honest guy; he is 
a straightforward guy; and he comes 
forward and he says: This is what I be-
lieve. 

It would be bad enough if this were 
just the views of one U.S. Senator. Un-
fortunately, it is not. These are the 
views of many in the Republican Party. 

So, Mr. President, it is absolutely 
imperative that this budget proposal of 
Senator PAUL be defeated and that we 
move this country forward in a very 
different direction. It is a direction 
which says that the U.S. Government 
should be representing the needs of all 
of the people, not just the wealthy and 
the powerful and Big Money campaign 
contributors. It is a vision in opposi-
tion to Senator PAUL that says that 
healthcare is a human right, that we 
have to stand up to the pharmaceutical 
industry and cut prescription drug 
costs in this country in half. It is a vi-
sion which says that, no, we should not 
be cutting Social Security; we should 
be lifting the cap on taxable income, 
which today is at $147,000, meaning 
that somebody making $10 million pays 
the same amount into Social Security 
as somebody making $147,000. We 
should be lifting that cap so that we 
can increase Social Security benefits 
for all seniors. 

So, Mr. President, this is not just a 
budget resolution on the part of the 
Senator from Kentucky, Senator PAUL; 
this really is a contrasting vision of 
where we want this country to go. Do 
we want to move into an oligarchic 
form of society where a handful of peo-
ple on top have enormous wealth and 
enormous political power while, at the 
same time, the middle class continues 
to become small and we have more and 
more people living in poverty? 

So these are contrasting visions of 
the future of America, and I hope very 
much that Senator PAUL’s resolution 
will be soundly defeated. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

H.R. 3967 
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I 

wanted to talk for just a few minutes, 
if I could, about a bill that is coming to 
the floor. It is called the PACT Act. 
And this is something that those of us 
at the Veterans’ Affairs Committee 
have worked on for quite a period of 
time. 

And we had worked diligently 
through what we thought was a pre-
scribed and agreed-to process, and we 
are finding out that the majority lead-
er is pretty much forcing this issue to 
the floor this week for a vote. And he 
is calling it ‘‘the most ambitious and 
important expansion of veteran 
healthcare benefits that we have seen 
in decades.’’ 

Now, Senators Schumer and Tester 
have, indeed, put forth a bill that when 
you look at it, when you hear the in-
tent, a first glance at it, you say: Oh, 
this is exactly what we need to help 
our servicemembers. 

And, indeed, we all are just so grate-
ful for the men and women who have 
served in this country, who have worn 
that uniform. But there is a lot to be 
said for bringing measures to the floor 
for passage when they are ready, when 
there has been agreement on critical 
importance. As the majority leader 
said, the biggest expansion of benefits 
that we have seen in decades. 

Now, many of us have worked for 
quite a period of time on the issue of 
toxic exposure and have worked on how 
best to make certain that when we ad-
dress this, that you are going to get 
care to the veteran in a timely man-
ner—they are not going to have to 
wait; they are going to receive the care 
that they need. 

So it is frustrating to me, as it is to 
many of my colleagues, to think about 
what could have been accomplished had 
the majority leader just done what he 
had promised to do and had allowed a 
thorough amendment process. We 
should all share the goal of making 
certain that legislation we pass that 
deals with our veterans, that deals 
with our men and women in uniform, is 
going to be a promise fulfilled and not 
a false promise or not a frustration. 

Yesterday, at Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee, we had a hearing with our VA 
Secretary. We have had a terrible prob-
lem with case backloads on benefits in 
health services. Currently, the case 
backload is about 188,000. That is the 
backlog. That is what needs to be 
worked through. And in passing this 
bill that is before us today, the esti-
mate is that we are going to add about 
a million cases to that. 

Now, I want you to put yourself in 
the shoes of a veteran who has suffered 
and is suffering with toxic exposure 
and has a rare cancer, has a respiratory 
disease, a cardiovascular disease, and is 
needing access to care. 

What you want is to be able to get 
that care. What you don’t want to do is 
have to wait for that care. And that is 

why we needed to go through this 
amendment process: to address this 
issue of how a veteran is going to be 
able to access that care in a timely 
manner when they need the care be-
cause with some of these rare diseases, 
days and weeks and months become a 
life-or-death issue. So the access is im-
portant. The amendments that we pro-
posed were as noncontroversial as you 
can get in these days. 

Now, the amendment that I had, 
which was one of the two amendments 
that we were to have on the Republican 
side—by the way, I said that, two 
amendments. That is what we were 
going to be allowed. It wasn’t an open 
amendment process—two amendments, 
two things that would have improved 
the bill. I proposed an amendment that 
would have eliminated arbitrary bu-
reaucratic hurdles for toxic exposed 
veterans, would have eliminated this 
from the long wait times at their local 
VA hospitals and clinics. Basically, it 
would have been that express pass that 
they need because it would have al-
lowed them to seek care in the commu-
nity if they could get it there faster 
than they could through the VA. 

Now, the reason for this is because I 
spend a lot of time talking with vet-
erans in Tennessee. I have veterans 
who are a part of our team. They talk 
to me about the issues that many of 
their friends and their neighbors are 
experiencing or people who served in 
their unit or their battalion and how 
they need this care. 

Right now, if you are in the Nashville 
area, which is where many of our retir-
ees from Fort Campbell and the 101st 
go for their care—if you are there and 
you are going to go to the VA over at 
Vanderbilt there in Nashville and re-
quest an appointment, your wait is 72 
days. What if you are a veteran and 
you have a rare respiratory condition 
that is caused from a burn pit or from 
toxic exposure or you have developed a 
cancer and you are needing care, do 
you really want to have to wait 21⁄2 
months to be able to see a general 
practitioner for an appointment that 
will refer you to a specialist? 

Do we think that is fair to our vet-
erans? Is that the way to treat them— 
to say, pick up the phone and call and 
then we will get you an appointment? 
By the way, it is going to be 72 days on 
the wait time, and then we will start 
the clock to try to get you into com-
munity care to get you to a specialist. 

My amendment would basically have 
said veterans can take that card out of 
their wallet, their VA card—they can 
show it at a care facility in their com-
munity, and they can get the care they 
need then. You are eliminating wait 
times for them. You are eliminating 
long lines. You are eliminating the 
frustration and the fear and the anx-
iety that comes as every day you think 
this cancer is growing, and I am being 
denied care because of the bureaucratic 
process. Our veterans ought not to 
have to deal with that bureaucratic 
process. They have waited a long time. 
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So this amendment would have im-

proved the bill. And I have it right here 
in my hands. It is really very simple. 
Section 121, ‘‘Subtitle C—Other Health 
Care Matters’’—that is what is under-
neath—‘‘REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE 
CARE UNDER VETERANS COMMU-
NITY CARE PROGRAM FOR TOXIC- 
EXPOSED VETERANS.’’ And then it 
goes through, it strikes an ‘‘or,’’ in-
serts a semicolon, strikes the period at 
the end of the sentence and inserting 
‘‘or’’ and adds ‘‘the covered veteran is 
a toxic-exposed veteran.’’ 

Pretty specific. It elevates the care 
that they need so that they do not have 
to wait because they have waited long 
enough. And they don’t want to have to 
wait until the VA hires enough people 
to do this. Right now, if the VA is 
going to hire new nurses or doctors, do 
you know how long it takes them to 
get them hired? Ninety-seven days. Do 
they have what they need to meet this 
load? No, they do not. 

Now, in the private sector they can 
make these hires in about 16 days. And 
they do. And we have discussed these 
hiring process changes that need to be 
made in order to facilitate this care. 

Now, some have said: Well, you 
know, if we allow community care, in 
essence, that is privatizing— 
privatizing—the VA. No, it is not. It is 
not privatizing. What it is doing is say-
ing the VA is seeking a better way to 
deliver a service in a timely manner to 
the people who have been promised the 
service. That is what the amendment 
would do. It would allow them to avoid 
that bureaucratic process to take that 
VA card to go get the care they need 
that day. But, no, because we have 
some who are so fearful that the VA or 
the Federal Government might lose 
some of their power, some of their con-
trol over your life, they will not agree 
to that. 

Now, the fiscal year 2021 NDAA in-
cluded my K2 Veterans Toxic Exposure 
Accountability Act, requiring a 180-day 
study by DOD on toxic exposures at K2 
to demonstrate more clearly the asso-
ciations between exposure to toxic sub-
stances and negative health con-
sequence experienced by K2 veterans. 
That is something that had a tremen-
dous effect on many of our military 
men and women at Fort Campbell and 
there with the 160th, with the 101st. 

And I have worked with Senator 
TILLIS on the Toxic Exposure in the 
Military Act, the TEAM Act, which 
was largely included in the PACT Act. 
And I worked with Senator SULLIVAN 
on the Veterans Burn Pits Exposure 
Recognition Act, which would concede 
exposure to a list of toxic substances, 
hazards, and chemicals common to 
burn pits for veterans who deployed to 
certain covered locations within cer-
tain corresponding periods. 

So I thank my colleagues who have 
put the effort in on this. I will say that 
I am very disappointed that my col-
leagues from New York and Montana 
decided no amendments. Senator 
MORAN’s amendment would have ad-

justed how that wait time is calculated 
to be more fair to our veterans. My 
amendment would have allowed them 
to immediately get the care they need, 
lifesaving care—lifesaving care. It 
would have allowed that immediate ac-
cess. But we have chosen, it appears— 
or the majority leader and the chair-
man have chosen—to move forward 
without an amendment process that 
would be more fair and more responsive 
to our veterans. And at the same time, 
they are daring us to vote no on this 
bill. I would challenge them. 

Take a moment and let’s return to 
the agreed-to amendment process and 
improve this for the sake—for the 
sake—and the livelihood of many of 
our veterans who are experiencing the 
effects of toxic exposure. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SETTING FORTH THE CONGRES-
SIONAL BUDGET FOR THE 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2023 AND SET-
TING FORTH THE APPROPRIATE 
BUDGETARY LEVELS FOR FIS-
CAL YEARS 2024 THROUGH 2032— 
MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, the United 
States has the largest economy in the 
world and also has the largest govern-
ment apparatus in the world. This 
year, we will bring in $4.8 trillion and 
will spend about $5.8 trillion, and yet 
we will have no budget this year. How 
inexcusable, how embarrassing it is for 
a country—the largest country in the 
world, the largest government in the 
world, the largest bureaucracy in the 
world—to have no budget. Is it any 
wonder that we are $30 trillion in debt? 

Most small businesses have a budget. 
Most businesses in our country have a 
budget and a prediction for what will 
come in and what will go out for the 
year, and this year there will be no 
budget. Not only will there be no 
Democratic presentation about it, 
there will be no Republican presen-
tation as a party. 

So today I will introduce my budget. 
This is a budget that balances in 5 
years. The reason we chose 5 years is 
that the constitutional amendment to 
the budget amendment—the constitu-
tional amendment that would balance 
the budget—balances in 5 years. We 
voted on that amendment previously in 
this body, and the Democrats, in uni-
son, opposed it. They were opposed to a 
balanced budget amendment to the 
Constitution. The Republicans were 
unanimous in voting for the balanced 
budget amendment, constitutional 
amendment. In that amendment, the 

text of it would balance the budget in 
5 years. So you would think, if all 50 
Republicans are on record as being for 
a balanced budget amendment that bal-
ances in 5 years, that all 50 Repub-
licans would be for a balanced budget, 
a budget that actually balances in 5 
years. 

Now, why is it important to have a 
budget? Well, you ought to have a blue-
print or a plan for what your govern-
ment is going to do, so it is inexcusable 
not to have any budget at all. 

But also we have another problem 
that we are facing in our country: We 
are facing the problem of inflation. 
Every American is seeing it. You are 
seeing your gas prices go through the 
roof. You are seeing your prices at the 
grocery store going through the roof. 

Why do we have inflation? Well, in-
flation comes from debt. When the 
United States runs up a debt, it is sold. 
Foreign countries buy the debt, Ameri-
cans buy the debt, but the biggest pur-
chaser of our debt is the Federal Re-
serve. 

When the Federal Reserve buys the 
debt, do they buy it with money that 
they have sort of laying around? Do 
you go to the Federal Reserve, and 
some guy opens a big safe, and here is 
the money to buy the debt? No. The 
Federal Reserve doesn’t have any 
money, so the Federal Reserve simply 
prints up the money and buys the 
American debt. But what does that 
mean? When the Federal Reserve prints 
the money to buy the debt, this floods 
the system with money. So we are 
flooded with money right now. In the 
last 2 years, we borrowed $6 trillion, so 
$6 trillion is entered into the system. 

When you look at the amount of 
money that is being created, there is a 
measurement of money supply called 
the M2. If you look at it on an 
annualized basis, it has been going up 
at 15 percent a year. 

So inflation is an increase in the 
money supply. It is an increase in the 
money supply because they are buying 
the debt. So it is all related to spend-
ing. 

It is inexcusable that we will have no 
budget this year. It is inexcusable that 
the projection is for a trillion-dollar 
deficit in 1 year and yet there won’t 
even be a budget plan. There will be no 
plan to try to make the deficit less or 
to try to manage our money. 

But with this debt comes inflation. 
We are suffering from the worst infla-
tion we have had in 40 years. Who suf-
fers the most from inflation? The 
working class, those who are on fixed 
income, those who are retired, they are 
getting creamed by this. People are 
spending over $100 filling up their gas 
tank now. This is a real problem. 

So a balanced budget is not an aca-
demic exercise. It is not something 
that is theoretical. Our deficit has real 
impacts. Our deficit is leading to infla-
tion. So what I have proposed for the 
last several years is a balanced budget, 
a budget that balances gradually over 5 
years by having across-the-board cuts. 
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When I started introducing this budg-

et several years ago, you could simply 
freeze spending, and if you froze spend-
ing, we would grow out of the deficit. 
By 5 years, by not increasing spending, 
you would have a balanced budget. 
That was rejected by all the Democrats 
and about half of the Republicans. 

So then we went another year or two, 
and spending increased. As spending in-
creased and got worse, a freeze would 
no longer balance the budget in 5 
years, so we introduced the Penny 
Plan. The Penny Plan was to cut 1 per-
cent a year for 5 years, and it would 
balance. But still the Congress ignored 
my admonition on this, and the spend-
ing got worse. 

In the last couple of years, it has had 
to have been increased by a two-penny 
plan, meaning a 2-percent reduction in 
spending each year for 5 years would 
still lead to balance in 5 years. But 
Congress once again has ignored that. 

So last year when we introduced the 
5-year plan to balance the budget, it 
was called the Five Penny Plan. You 
had to reduce spending by 5 percent 
each year for 5 years. 

This year, it has gotten even worse. 
The $6 trillion spending spree of the 
last 2 years when they locked down the 
economy and basically bankrupted al-
most every business in the country— 
when that occurred, there was massive 
spending, massive debts, and now, this 
year, in order to balance the budget, it 
would take a 6-percent cut. 

But I would like to put this in per-
spective. If you ask people in Wash-
ington, their heads explode because 
they could never conceive of ever re-
ducing spending. In fact, spending 
hasn’t gone down really ever in real 
terms in recent history because the 
government grows and grows and 
grows. Your economy may shrink, your 
income may shrink, you may be unem-
ployed, but the government gets bigger 
and bigger and bigger. 

So if we want to tame government, if 
we want to get government to live 
within its means, if we want govern-
ment to balance its budget, it would 
take some work. People in Washington 
seem to think, oh, it could never hap-
pen, but if you talk to a business man 
or woman who has ever been through a 
recession or ever been through tough 
times, they will tell you that some-
times a business has to reduce by 10 
percent, 20 percent, 30 percent, to live 
within their means. 

What we are calling for here is not no 
government. We are not even calling 
for a minimal government. What we 
are calling for is a government that 
lives within its means. Right now, liv-
ing within its means would be a gov-
ernment that brings in $4.8 trillion, 
which is how much tax revenue comes 
in, would spend $4.8 trillion. So still 
the vast majority of things the govern-
ment does, it could still continue to do, 
but it would have to spend less. We 
would have to have real restraint in 
spending. 

The best way to perceive it is this: 
Imagine the thing that you want from 

government that you think is so pop-
ular, nobody could touch. Let’s take 
for example research for cancer or re-
search for Alzheimer’s disease, some-
thing that so many people advocate, so 
many people are emotionally charged 
with. 

Well, when people come to Wash-
ington and they ask me about ‘‘I have 
this’’ or ‘‘My parents have this, and I 
want research money to go to this,’’ 
what I typically will say to them is 
‘‘You know we are out of money. You 
know that we have this massive deficit, 
and it has led to this great inflation 
that is across the land. What if we told 
everybody that they had to have a lit-
tle bit less?’’ They look at me and they 
say ‘‘Well, what would that mean?’’ 
and I say ‘‘Well, let’s say that your re-
search project—the cancer research or 
the Alzheimer’s research—got $100 mil-
lion last year. In order for all of us to 
tighten our belt, in order for all of us 
to balance the budget so we can be 
stronger, in order to tame the inflation 
that is eating us alive, you would get 
$94 million next year.’’ 

So we are not talking about sort of 
eliminating whole facets of govern-
ment; what we are talking about is ev-
erybody would have to deal with less. 

There is so much waste throughout 
government. You look at the National 
Science Foundation. The National 
Science Foundation is one of the most 
wasteful Agencies in government. 

You go back 50 years, and you look at 
William Proxmire. In the early 1970s, 
William Proxmire began giving an 
award called the Golden Fleece Award. 
What he would give an award for was 
wasteful spending, and almost always, 
it came to the National Science Foun-
dation. One of the first ones he gave an 
award for was $50,000 to discover what 
makes people fall in love. He just 
thought it was ridiculous that we 
would be spending money on that, and 
I agree. But it didn’t get better; it got 
worse. 

The National Science Foundation has 
never had a reduction in its money. It 
always gets more money. This year— 
and this is why this is a bipartisan 
problem—the Republicans and Demo-
crats got together, and we nearly dou-
bled the income or nearly doubled the 
appropriations for the National Science 
Foundation. 

What are some other kinds of great 
research coming out of this organiza-
tion? 

Well, they did a study to see whether 
or not selfies make you happy. So if 
you take a selfie of yourself smiling 
and then look at it later in the day, 
does that make you feel better about 
yourself? That would cost a little over 
a million dollars. 

They did a study also on the mating 
call of male Panamanian frogs. They 
said: Well, we want to know whether 
the country frogs have a different mat-
ing call than the city frogs. As some-
one who comes from the country, I can 
tell you there is a different mating call 
in the country than there is in the city. 

But that cost us about half-a-million 
dollars. 

Another study was $2 million to find 
out if the person in front of you sneezes 
on the food in the cafeteria, are you 
more or less likely to take that food? 

Another study was three-quarters of 
a million dollars, studying whether or 
not Japanese quail, on cocaine—wheth-
er or not they are more sexually pro-
miscuous when they use cocaine. 

I mean, the studies go on endlessly. 
So what did Congress do? Instead of 

telling them: Why don’t we give them 
one penny less; why don’t we give them 
99 percent of their budget, or this year 
why don’t we give them 94 percent of 
the budget, instead we gave them 200 
percent of their budget. Do you think 
the National Science Foundation is 
going to be more frugal now that we 
have nearly doubled their budget? 

But this is the kind of great ideas 
that are coming out of Congress, and 
this one turned out to be a bipartisan 
idea. All of the Democrats and half the 
Republicans voted to nearly double the 
size of the National Science Founda-
tion. So you will get more waste, more 
abuse, and more debt. 

The thing is, we bring in a lot of 
money. We bring in $4.8 trillion. Could 
we not simply spend what comes in? 
Part of the problem also is most of the 
bills are not read. Most of the appro-
priations bills come in here at the last 
moment, are 2,000 pages, and no one 
gets to read them until hours before-
hand. 

And so what they do is they have re-
newed programs year after year. There 
is a process up here where we authorize 
spending. So one committee is sup-
posed to say, is the spending working, 
and then the other committee appro-
priates the money. We don’t even both-
er to reauthorize these things. We just 
keep reappropriating the money year 
after year. 

Someone will have this great idea 
and say, well, we need to do something 
about homelessness, and everybody 
will say, well, that is such a well-mean-
ing—they intend to do it, and they will 
do it. But nobody looks up the fact 
that we already have 80 other programs 
doing the same thing. 

Nobody ever looks at whether the 
program is working. Nobody ever fig-
ures out whether anything that we are 
spending on money is viable and doing 
us any good, and so it just adds up. 

People come and say: Oh, well, this is 
something we have to do. We have to 
send $40 billion to Ukraine. Where does 
it come from? If you really think it is 
such a great idea, why don’t we have a 
Ukraine war tax? Why don’t we do $500 
per taxpayer, and you would have 
enough for Ukraine. No, they just want 
to add it on the tab. 

But it is worse than that. It is so ir-
responsible that the party in charge 
will produce no budget. So we have 
nearly $5 trillion coming in; nearly $6 
trillion going out the door, and there 
will be no budget. It is inexcusable. 

We have the largest economy in the 
world. We have the largest government 
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in the world, and we will have no budg-
et this year. So what I have done and 
will continue to do is to produce a 
budget that balances in 5 years; this is 
consistent with the balanced budget 
amendment to the Constitution. 

And the other reason we do 5 years is 
that some people have come forward in 
the past and said that we will balance 
it in 10. It becomes so long and unbe-
lievable with the cuts in years 9 and 10 
that they never happen; that it really 
hasn’t become a good document even 
when budgets are put forward. 

I think if we were to balance our 
budget, I think we would be a stronger 
Nation. It is the way we would combat 
inflation. If you see the people rep-
resenting the party in power, the 
Democrats, you see them on TV, they 
are scratching their heads; they have 
no idea. They are like we have tried ev-
erything. But they don’t even under-
stand the problem. They have no idea 
where inflation is coming from. 

Inflation comes from debt. When the 
Federal Reserve buys the debt, that 
creates the inflation. Because the Fed-
eral Reserve has no money, the money 
is printed up, and the money floods the 
system. 

But it is also part of a bait and 
switch. These are people who run for 
office and say: We will bring you free 
things. We will bring you baubles. We 
will bring you manna. We will give you 
free stuff. We all instinctively know 
that nothing in life is really free. 

So the free stuff that they are going 
to bring to you is paid for through in-
flation. 

So we have to get away from this. We 
have to get to the point where we say 
that we are smarter than this. When a 
politician calls you up and says: Give 
me your Social Security number and I 
will send you a thousand dollars, that 
is what this is. It is an internet scam. 
It is a phone scam. 

They are asking for your vote by say-
ing: We are going to give you free stuff. 
There is no free lunch. There is nothing 
in life that you will get without work-
ing. But what we have done is political 
parties and politicians—sometimes in 
both parties—offer free stuff to people. 
But right now we are paying the pen-
alty. We are paying the piper. We are 
paying the inflation tax. 

And the inflation tax is a tax because 
we have overspent. Inflation will con-
tinue to get worse until we begin to re-
duce the debt. You have got to quit 
digging the hole. We have this massive 
hole of debt, and we have to quit 
digging the hole deeper. So this budget 
will be a budget that balances in 5 
years, and I recommend a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

MOTION TO PROCEED 
And with that, I move to proceed to 

Calendar No. 397, S. Con. Res. 41. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

SMITH). The clerk will report the mo-
tion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 397, S. 

Con. Res. 41, a concurrent resolution setting 
forth the congressional budget for the United 

States Government for fiscal year 2023 and 
setting forth the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal years 2024 through 2032. 

VOTE ON MOTION 
THE PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion. 
Mr. PAUL. I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. DAINES), the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY), and the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER). 

The result was announced—yeas 29, 
nays 67, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 228 Leg.] 
YEAS—29 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Braun 
Cassidy 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 

Marshall 
Paul 
Risch 
Romney 
Rubio 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sullivan 
Tuberville 

NAYS—67 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Inhofe 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 

Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
Young 

NOT VOTING—4 

Daines 
Moran 

Toomey 
Wicker 

The motion was rejected. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
OSSOFF). Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion to consider the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Alan M. 
Leventhal, of Massachusetts, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Kingdom of Denmark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
will now be 10 minutes of debate, equal-
ly divided, on the nomination. 

Mr. CARDIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all time be yielded back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, all time is yielded back. 

VOTE ON LEVENTHAL NOMINATION 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Leventhal nom-
ination? 

Mr. HEINRICH. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. DAINES), the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) and the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER). 

The result was announced—yeas 63, 
nays 32, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 229 Ex.] 

YEAS—63 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Crapo 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 

Graham 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—32 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Capito 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Cruz 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Grassley 

Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 

NOT VOTING—5 

Daines 
Moran 

Toomey 
Whitehouse 

Wicker 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. The President will be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
actions. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:25 Jun 16, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G15JN6.038 S15JNPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E

---



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2961 June 15, 2022 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following nomination: Cal-
endar No. 903, Ventris C. Gibson, of Vir-
ginia, to be Director of the Mint for a 
term of five years; that the Senate vote 
on the nomination without intervening 
action or debate; that the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table; that any statements re-
lated to the nomination be printed in 
the RECORD; that the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion, and the Senate resume legislative 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Ventris C. Gib-
son, of Virginia, to be Director of the 
Mint for a term of five years. 

Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Gibson nomination? 

The nomination is confirmed. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

f 

JOINT CONSOLIDATION LOAN 
SEPARATION ACT 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions Com-
mittee be discharged from further con-
sideration of S. 1098, and the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider-
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1098) to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to authorize borrowers to 
separate joint consolidation loans. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. KELLY. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Warner substitute amendment 
at the desk be agreed to; the bill, as 
amended, be considered read a third 
time and passed; and that the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 5097), in the na-
ture of a substitute, was agreed to as 
follows: 

(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Joint Con-
solidation Loan Separation Act’’. 

SEC. 2. SEPARATING JOINT CONSOLIDATION 
LOANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 455(g) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1087e(g)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘A borrower’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A borrower’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SEPARATING JOINT CONSOLIDATION 

LOANS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION.—A married couple, or 

2 individuals who were previously a married 
couple, and who received a joint consolida-
tion loan as such married couple under sub-
paragraph (C) of section 428C(a)(3) (as such 
subparagraph was in effect on June 30, 2006), 
may apply to the Secretary, in accordance 
with subparagraph (C) of this paragraph, for 
each individual borrower in the married cou-
ple (or previously married couple) to receive 
a separate Federal Direct Consolidation 
Loan under this part. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBILITY FOR BORROWERS IN DE-
FAULT.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, a married couple, or 2 indi-
viduals who were previously a married cou-
ple, who are in default on a joint consolida-
tion loan may be eligible to receive a sepa-
rate Federal Direct Consolidation Loan 
under this part in accordance with this para-
graph. 

‘‘(B) SECRETARIAL REQUIREMENTS.—Not-
withstanding section 428C(a)(3)(A) or any 
other provision of law, for each individual 
borrower who applies under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) make a separate Federal Direct Con-
solidation Loan under this part that— 

‘‘(I) shall be for an amount equal to the 
product of— 

‘‘(aa) the unpaid principal and accrued un-
paid interest of the joint consolidation loan 
(as of the date that is the day before such 
separate consolidation loan is made) and any 
outstanding charges and fees with respect to 
such loan; and 

‘‘(bb) the percentage of the joint consolida-
tion loan attributable to the loans of the in-
dividual borrower for whom such separate 
consolidation loan is being made, as deter-
mined— 

‘‘(AA) on the basis of the loan obligations 
of such borrower with respect to such joint 
consolidation loan (as of the date such joint 
consolidation loan was made); or 

‘‘(BB) in the case in which both borrowers 
request, on the basis of proportions outlined 
in a divorce decree, court order, or settle-
ment agreement; and 

‘‘(II) has the same rate of interest as the 
joint consolidation loan (as of the date that 
is the day before such separate consolidation 
loan is made); and 

‘‘(ii) in a timely manner, notify each indi-
vidual borrower that the joint consolidation 
loan had been repaid and of the terms and 
conditions of their new loans. 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION FOR SEPARATE DIRECT 
CONSOLIDATION LOAN.— 

‘‘(i) JOINT APPLICATION.—Except as pro-
vided in clause (ii), to receive separate con-
solidation loans under this part, both indi-
vidual borrowers in a married couple (or pre-
viously married couple) shall jointly apply 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(ii) SEPARATE APPLICATION.—An indi-
vidual borrower in a married couple (or pre-
viously married couple) may apply for a sep-
arate consolidation loan under subparagraph 
(A) separately and without regard to wheth-
er or when the other individual borrower in 
the married couple (or previously married 
couple) applies under subparagraph (A), in a 
case in which— 

‘‘(I) the individual borrower certifies to the 
Secretary that such borrower— 

‘‘(aa) has experienced an act of domestic 
violence (as defined in section 40002 of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (34 
U.S.C. 12291) from the other individual bor-
rower; 

‘‘(bb) has experienced economic abuse (as 
defined in section 40002 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12291) 
from the other individual borrower; or 

‘‘(cc) is unable to reasonably reach or ac-
cess the loan information of the other indi-
vidual borrower; or 

‘‘(II) the Secretary determines that au-
thorizing each individual borrower to apply 
separately under subparagraph (A) would be 
in the best fiscal interests of the Federal 
Government. 

‘‘(iii) REMAINING OBLIGATION FROM SEPA-
RATE APPLICATION.—In the case of an indi-
vidual borrower who receives a separate con-
solidation loan due to the circumstances de-
scribed in clause (ii), the other non-applying 
individual borrower shall become solely lia-
ble for the remaining balance of the joint 
consolidation loan.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
428C(a)(3)(B)(i)(V) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1078–3(3)(B)(i)(V)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of item (bb); 
(2) by striking the period at the end of 

item (cc) and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(dd) for the purpose of separating a joint 

consolidation loan into 2 separate Federal 
Direct Consolidation Loans under section 
455(g)(2).’’. 

The bill (S. 1098), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

f 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the en bloc consider-
ation of the following Senate resolu-
tions, introduced earlier today: S. Res. 
679, S. Res. 680, and S. Res. 681. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. KELLY. I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolutions be agreed to; the 
preambles be agreed to; and that the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table, all en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 
The preambles were agreed to. 
(The resolutions, with their pre-

ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 1057 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that if the Senate 
receives a message from the House that 
it has passed H.R. 1057, and if the text 
of H.R. 1057 as passed is identical to S. 
1596, that at a time to be determined 
by the majority leader or his designee, 
in consultation with the Republican 
leader, the bill be considered read a 
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third time and the Senate vote on pas-
sage of the bill, and that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, had 
there been a recorded vote, I would 
have voted nay on the confirmations of 
Executive Calendar No. 990, Joshua D. 
Hurwit, of Idaho, to be United States 
Attorney for the District of Idaho for 
the term of four years; Executive Cal-
endar No. 991, Gerard M. Karam, of 
Pennsylvania, to be United States At-
torney for the Middle District of Penn-
sylvania for the term of four years; and 
Executive Calendar No. 992, Jacqueline 
C. Romero, of Pennsylvania, to be 
United States Attorney for the Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania for the term 
of four years. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

120TH ANNIVERSARY OF GAYLORD 
SPECIALTY HEALTHCARE 

∑ Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
today, I rise to recognize Gaylord Spe-
cialty Healthcare as it celebrates 120 
years of outstanding service in Con-
necticut. Throughout its existence, 
Gaylord has changed with the 
healthcare needs of the people of Con-
necticut and indeed across the Nation, 
while maintaining a reputation for ex-
cellence and superior professionalism. 

The health system was first founded 
in 1902 as a tuberculosis sanatorium. 
Gaylord Sanatorium provided long- 
term treatment for half a century 
when the disease was endemic, treating 
patients including playwright Eugene 
O’Neill. In 1926, the U.S. Public Health 
Laboratory National Research Com-
mittee selected Gaylord’s facilities as 
the first they used in the country. In 
1948, Gaylord Farm Sanatorium was re-
named to Gaylord Hospital, restruc-
turing to treat people with chronic ill-
nesses. By 1954, Gaylord Hospital be-
came the first hospital in New England 
to specialize in comprehensive rehabili-
tation. 

Today, Gaylord Specialty Healthcare 
is an extensive health system across 
the State of Connecticut that focuses 
exclusively on medical rehabilitation. 
The hospital in Wallingford is a leading 
center for rehabilitation, and it is one 
of only two long-term acute care hos-
pitals in the world—and the only one in 
the United States. Gaylord received 
certification from the Commission on 
Accreditation of Rehabilitation Facili-
ties in recognition of its outstanding 
patient care. They offer an extensive 
breadth of treatment and accreditation 
opportunities. Gaylord is further cer-
tified by the Joint Commission and the 

American Association of Cardio-
vascular and Pulmonary Rehabilita-
tion thanks to its exemplary stand-
ards. 

I have had the privilege of visiting 
Gaylord Hospital on a number of occa-
sions. This April, I was proud to join 
members of their staff to celebrate 
their new physical medicine and reha-
bilitation physicians residency pro-
gram, made possible thanks to $1.2 mil-
lion in Federal funding. This program 
will be the first of its kind in Con-
necticut, and it will play a critical role 
in ensuring our State has sufficient re-
sources for specialty medical profes-
sionals. Having spoken with staff and 
patients at Gaylord, I can attest first-
hand to the extraordinary care, com-
passion, and expertise demonstrated 
there. Gaylord Hospital’s work is a 
credit to our State. 

As Gaylord Hospital celebrates its 
anniversary this October, I applaud 
them on their extraordinary record of 
accomplishment. I hope my colleagues 
will join me in congratulating Gaylord 
Specialty Healthcare on 120 years of 
excellence.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING STEPHEN ‘‘STEVE’’ 
H. SACHS 

∑ Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, next 
Tuesday, June 21, there will be a me-
morial service to honor Stephen H. 
Sachs, who died on January 12 at his 
home in Baltimore at the age of 87. 
Steve Sachs was U.S. Attorney for 
Maryland for 3 years and Maryland’s 
Attorney General for two terms. He 
was one of the finest lawyers in the Na-
tion—a proud son of Maryland, a proud 
son of Baltimore. He was an indefati-
gable, ever optimistic Orioles fan. He 
had a brilliant intellect and a spar-
kling sense of humor. 

Steve was born in Baltimore on Jan-
uary 31, 1934. His father was director of 
the Baltimore Jewish Council and a 
labor arbitrator, and his mother was a 
homemaker. Steve received a bach-
elor’s degree in 1954 from Haverford 
College and then served in the Army 
from 1955 to 1957. He received a Ful-
bright scholarship to study at the Uni-
versity of Oxford in England. He re-
ceived his law degree from Yale Law 
School in 1960. He worked as a pros-
ecutor in the U.S. Attorney’s Office for 
the District of Maryland. In 1967, then- 
President Lyndon Johnson appointed 
Steve as the U.S. Attorney for the Dis-
trict of Maryland, a position he held 
until 1970. 

Steve prosecuted cases involving 
white-collar crime and public corrup-
tion. In 1968, he prosecuted Vietnam 
war protesters known as the Catons-
ville Nine, Roman Catholic anti-war 
activists who broke into the Selective 
Service office in Catonsville, MD, in an 
attempt to destroy draft records. It 
was a high-profile case. The Rev. Dan-
iel Berrigan and his brother, the Rev. 
Philip Berrigan, led activists on a raid 
at Draft Board 33 in Catonsville. Steve 
secured a guilty verdict in Federal 

court for destroying government prop-
erty. 

Fifty years later, in a retrospective 
article in the ‘‘Baltimore Sun’’, Steve 
wrote with a searing honesty, ‘‘I be-
lieved then, and believe now, that the 
nine were brave men and women who 
acted out of a conviction that the war 
in Vietnam was profoundly evil. But I 
believed then, and I believe now, that 
the conduct of the nine—particularly 
their insistence that their action at 
Catonsville should have been condoned 
because they were ‘right’—offends both 
the rule of law and a fundamental 
tenet of the American democracy.’’ I 
think that statement captures Steve’s 
character perfectly. 

Steve was in private practice from 
1970 to 1978 when he ran an outsider 
campaign to become Maryland’s Attor-
ney General. He didn’t align himself 
with any gubernatorial candidate, 
which had been the practice. He stated, 
‘‘The attorney general should be inde-
pendent. The attorney general should 
be the people’s lawyer.’’ After several 
public corruption scandals, Maryland-
ers appreciated Steve’s unquestioned 
integrity and were receptive to his ac-
tivist, reform-oriented campaign. He 
served two terms as Attorney General 
and practically reinvented the posi-
tion. He established a strong Consumer 
Protection Division within the Office 
of Attorney General that assisted 
Marylanders against corporate abuse. 
As the State’s Attorney General, he ar-
gued three cases before the U.S. Su-
preme Court—and won all three. 
Steve’s 8 years as Attorney General 
overlapped with my service as speaker 
of the house of delegates, where I had 
the benefit of Steven’s excellent coun-
sel. 

In 1986, Steve decided to run for Gov-
ernor, but he lost the Democratic pri-
mary to then-Baltimore mayor Wil-
liam Donald Schaefer. After that de-
feat, Steve returned to private practice 
as a partner in the Washington, DC, of-
fice of Wilmer-Hale, then known as 
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering. He retired 
from the firm in 1999. 

Steve’s political career may have of-
ficially ‘‘ended’’ when he was just 52, 
but over the years, he became an elder 
statesman of Maryland politics. As his 
former colleagues at Wilmer-Hale said, 
‘‘Steve was an elegant writer, a power-
ful advocate and an extremely accom-
plished trial lawyer. He was a generous 
partner, colleague and mentor. He 
taught a generation of lawyers how to 
write a brief, take a deposition and try 
a case . . . He was a mensch.’’ 

Steve’s passion for justice never 
waned. After he retired from Wilmer- 
Hale, he joined the Public Justice Cen-
ter, where he had a significant impact 
on the development of the center’s Ap-
pellate Advocacy Project. Steve was a 
passionate advocate of the civil right 
to counsel movement, helping to estab-
lish the National Coalition for a Civil 
Right to Counsel. In 2008, then-Mary-
land Governor Martin O’Malley ap-
pointed Steve to head an independent 
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review of the Maryland State Police, 
which had infiltrated activist groups 
that were lawfully protesting against 
the death penalty and the war in Iraq. 

Steve may be gone, but his legacy is 
firmly established. Last Friday, I had 
the honor of attending the investiture 
of Erek Baron as the first Black U.S. 
Attorney for the District of Maryland. 
Erek is just one of Steve’s countless 
proteges carrying on his mission. Erek 
said, ‘‘Steve Sachs was one of the most 
respected public servants in Maryland’s 
history and a personal mentor to me 
and many others.’’ 

Deuteronomy 16:20 implores us, ‘‘Jus-
tice, justice you shall pursue . . .’’. 
That was Steve Sachs’ guiding prin-
ciple. He did all he could to make the 
world a better place. It wasn’t always 
easy or comfortable, but he understood 
the importance of justice under the 
law. I respected his legal passion, and I 
am grateful that he shared it with gen-
erations of Maryland attorneys as a 
mentor and a friend. On behalf of the 
Senate, I send my condolences to his 
daughter Elisabeth Sachs, his son Leon 
Sachs, his three grandchildren, and 
other family members and all those 
who were fortunate to have him as a 
friend, colleague, or mentor and mourn 
his passing.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING SHERRA FERTITTA 

∑ Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to celebrate the life of Mrs. 
Sherra Fertitta of Monroe, LA. Mrs. 
Fertitta leaves behind a legacy of gen-
erosity, optimism, and intellect after a 
remarkable career as a student, educa-
tor, and incredibly engaged member of 
her community. 

Mrs. Fertitta was proud to teach for 
more than 25 years across three States 
before retiring in 2010 from Ouachita 
Parish High School. Upon completion 
of her impressive teaching career, Ms. 
Fertitta accepted the title of edu-
cational director of Vantage Health 
Plan of Louisiana. Here, she created an 
educational series via weekly radio 
interviews with Representative Mi-
chael Echols for public health edu-
cation purposes. 

Ms. Fertitta continued her commu-
nity involvement as a member and core 
organizer of OPWRC for more than a 
decade. She spearheaded many projects 
during her time with OPWRC, includ-
ing an event during August 2020 that 
safely provided a forum for Fifth Dis-
trict congressional candidates and vot-
ers to interact ahead of the election 
season amidst a global pandemic. 

I extend my deepest condolences to 
the family and friends of Ms. Fertitta, 
who have lost an invaluable loved one. 
Her memory will live on with her chil-
dren, grandchildren, great-grand-
children, and all whom she encountered 
as a dedicated, kindhearted educator.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PATRICK KOLE 

∑ Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, along 
with my colleagues Senator JIM RISCH, 

Representative MIKE SIMPSON and Rep-
resentative RUSS FULCHER, we con-
gratulate Pat Kole on his well-earned 
retirement from serving as vice presi-
dent, legal and government affairs of 
the Idaho Potato Commission. 

Pat has been a steady hand at the 
helm of the Idaho Potato Commission, 
IPC, promoting the iconic Idaho pota-
toes for more than 25 years. Serving as 
the IPC’s vice president, legal and gov-
ernment affairs, Pat has managed Fed-
eral, State, and local government af-
fairs for the IPC, directed its trade-
mark-licensing program, directed its 
research and education program, and 
supervised its IT needs. His work has 
included litigating certification mark 
cases, registering certification marks 
in many jurisdictions, testifying before 
the U.S. Congress and advocating for 
public policy supporting Idaho potato 
producers’ ability to grow this central 
agricultural product and feed con-
sumers at home and around the world. 
To say Pat has gone the extra mile to 
support Idaho potato production is an 
understatement, considering in 2005 he 
ran the Marine Corps Marathon as a 
representative of the IPC and to help 
promote the importance of complex 
carbohydrates, such as those found in 
Idaho potatoes. 

Pat, who earned his undergraduate 
degree at the University of Michigan 
and law degree from the University of 
Denver, has practiced law for more 
than 40 years. His experience, calm, 
persistence, and ability to dig into the 
crux of the problem have been instru-
mental in facing the challenges that 
have undoubtedly arisen over the 
years. This includes his thoughtful ad-
vocacy for measured approaches to 
help with the eradication of the pale 
cyst nematode, assist producers, and 
regain markets. More recently, Pat 
provided critical assistance and advo-
cacy for the needs of Idaho’s potato 
producers as relief efforts were consid-
ered for the historic agricultural dis-
ruptions caused by the COVID–19 pan-
demic. Throughout, Pat’s efforts and 
those of the Idaho potato producers he 
works with and supports have helped 
fortify the Idaho potato as a standout 
symbol of Idaho and U.S. agriculture. 
It is no surprise Pat has received rec-
ognitions for his attentive work. This 
includes Pat being named The Packer’s 
2022 Potato Person for All Seasons. 

Pat is known as someone who always 
does his homework and who carefully 
thinks through the details. That has 
made him and instrumental partner to 
us as we work on Federal policy affect-
ing the potato industry. We always 
know that when Pat raises an issue, he 
does so with scrupulous grounding, and 
we know we get a straight and accu-
rate response when we reach out to 
him for guidance. When policy ques-
tions arise that we know will affect the 
potato industry, Pat is the first we 
call. 

Thank you, Pat, for being such a 
trusted advocate for the Idaho potato 
industry all these years and your dec-

ades of service to the Gem State. Con-
gratulations, again, on your retire-
ment.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ERIC ATKINSON 

∑ Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to honor and recognize Mr. 
Eric Atkinson of Topeka, KS. 

Growing up on a farm outside of Win-
field, KS, Eric would listen to the radio 
at night as his way to stay connected 
with current events. Captivated by the 
transmissions that reached him, he be-
came involved with radio in high 
school, resulting in a lifelong passion 
for broadcasting. Eric graduated from 
Kansas State University with a broad-
casting degree and worked several jobs 
in radio, as well as on the family farm, 
before the opportunity to host ‘‘Agri-
culture Today’’ arose. He would go on 
to host the radio program for 39 years, 
broadcasting over 9,000 shows and 
interviewing hundreds of agriculture 
experts and professionals about the 
issues most relevant to Kansas agri-
culture. 

In the 39 years Eric hosted ‘‘Agri-
culture Today,’’ he made it his goal for 
the show to serve as a platform for ag-
riculture professionals to share their 
expertise. He made an effort to ask the 
most relevant questions and discuss 
important research topics during his 
time on air. Throughout his time on 
the radio, Eric has been credited as an 
accomplished professional who always 
worked hard to make sure the issues at 
hand were easily relatable for farmers 
across Kansas. His substantial presence 
in farm truck radios across the State 
as the host of ‘‘Agriculture Today’’ will 
continue to be on the hearts and minds 
of farmers and agribusiness officials. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing the wonderful impact Mr. Eric 
Atkinson has had on the agriculture 
industry and to honor him for his 39 
years of service to Kansas farmers.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHRIS LEON 

∑ Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to honor and recognize Mr. 
Chris Leon of Wichita, KS. 

Chris started volunteering for Kansas 
Honor Flight 8 years ago. Kansas 
Honor Flight is an all-volunteer orga-
nization dedicated to honoring Kansas 
veterans of World War II, Korea, and 
Vietnam by sending these heroes on an 
all-expense-paid journey of honor and 
remembrance to visit their memorials 
in Washington, DC. Chris has dem-
onstrated outstanding leadership in his 
volunteer work with ALLmetal Recy-
cling, and thanks to his efforts crush-
ing aluminum cans, Kansas Honor 
Flight has been able to send countless 
veterans on a trip of a lifetime to 
Washington, DC. Chris is now 31 years 
old and continues to demonstrate his 
leadership and support for our veterans 
through his exemplary volunteer work. 

I thoroughly enjoyed meeting Chris 
on his visit to Washington DC, and I 
can’t wait to see what he accomplishes 
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in the future. It is my honor to con-
gratulate him, and I hope he knows 
how much his efforts have contributed 
to financing the Kansas Honor Flight 
Program. His deep love for his country 
and his desire to give back to those 
who have sacrificed so much are truly 
an inspiration to us all. I now ask my 
colleagues to join me in recognizing 
Chris for his wonderful accomplish-
ments, as well as in wishing him noth-
ing but success in the future.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ANDOVER, 
KANSAS, YMCA STAFF 

∑ Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to honor and recognize the 
staff of the YMCA in Andover, KS. 

On Friday, April 29, 2022, an EF–3 tor-
nado touched down in Sedgewick Coun-
ty, KS, and left a path of destruction 
nearly 13 miles long behind. The 165- 
mile-per-hour winds created by the tor-
nado injured four people and damaged 
well over 300 buildings in Andover. One 
of the buildings that sustained heavy 
damage was the Andover YMCA. The 
damage done by the tornado would cer-
tainly have been much more severe if it 
wasn’t for the quick thinking of the 
YMCA staff. 

I would like to honor and thank the 
staff of the Andover YMCA who helped 
save those in the building on the 
evening of the tornado. As the tornado 
approached, members of the YMCA 
staff made announcements on the loud-
speakers and helped direct individuals 
to the safest areas of the building, pri-
marily interior locker rooms. As the 
tornado hit the building, cars were 
thrown through walls and windows, 
with many parts of the building being 
completely destroyed. The staff work-
ing at the YMCA that day saved many 
lives through their quick thinking to 
move gym-goers to safety. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing the Andover YMCA staff, as 
well as in thanking them for all they 
did to keep their fellow Kansans safe.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Ridgway, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 10:55 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-

nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment: 

S. 4160. An act to amend title 40, United 
States Code, to grant the Supreme Court of 
the United States security-related authori-
ties equivalent to the legislative and execu-
tive branches. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bills, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 2773. An act to amend the Pittman- 
Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act to make 
supplemental funds available for manage-
ment of fish and wildlife species of greatest 
conservation need as determined by State 
fish and wildlife agencies, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 7211. An act to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act, review a final rule of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following bill, 
with an amendment, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 516. An act to plan for and coordinate ef-
forts to integrate advanced air mobility air-
craft into the national airspace system, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 7211. An act to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act, review a final rule of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2773. An act to amend the Pittman- 
Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act to make 
supplemental funds available for manage-
ment of fish and wildlife species of greatest 
conservation need as determined by State 
fish and wildlife agencies, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–4302. A communication from the Chief 
of Domestic Listing, Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ices, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Threatened Species Status for 
Streaked Horned Lark with Section 4(d) 
Rule’’ (RIN1018–BE76) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on June 8, 
2022; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–4303. A communication from the Chief 
of Domestic Listing, Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ices, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-

titled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Revision of the Critical Habitat 
Designation for the Jaguar in Compliance 
With a Court Order’’ (RIN1018–AX13) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 8, 2022; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–4304. A communication from the Chief 
of Domestic Listing, Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ices, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Threatened Species Status with 
Section 4(d) Rule for Panama City Crayfish 
and Designation of Critical Habitat’’ 
((RIN1018–BC14) (RIN1018–BD50)) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 8, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–4305. A communication from the Chief 
of Domestic Listing, Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ices, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Adding Rice’s Whale to and Up-
dating Three Humpback Whale Entries on 
the List of Endangered and Threatened Wild-
life’’ (RIN1018–BG58) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on June 8, 2022; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–4306. A communication from the Chief 
of Domestic Listing, Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ices, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Designation of Critical Habitat 
for Big Sandy Crayfish and Guyandotte 
River Crayfish’’ (RIN1018–BE19) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 8, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–4307. A communication from the Chief 
of Domestic Listing, Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ices, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Endangered Species Status for 
Peppered Chub and Designation of Critical 
Habitat’’ (RIN1018–BD29) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 8, 
2022; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–4308. A communication from the Senior 
Wildlife Inspector, Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘2022 Inflation Adjustments for Civil Mone-
tary Penalties’’ (RIN1018–BF67) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 8, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–4309. A communication from the Regu-
lations Officer, Federal Highway Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘National Bridge Inspection 
Standards’’ (RIN2125–AF55) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
8, 2022; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–4310. A communication from the Regu-
lations Officer, Federal Highway Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Diversion of Highway Reve-
nues; Removal of Obsolete Regulation’’ 
(RIN2125–AG04) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 8, 2022; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–4311. A communication from the Super-
visor, Human Resources Management Divi-
sion, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, nine (9) re-
ports relative to vacancies in the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:25 Jun 16, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G15JN6.028 S15JNPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2965 June 15, 2022 
26, 2022; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–4312. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Renewable Fuel Standard 
(RFS) Program: RFS Annual Rules’’ 
((RIN2060–AV11) (FRL No. 8521–01–OAR)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 7, 2022; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4313. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘ILLINOIS: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revisions’’ (FRL No. 9898–01–R5) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 7, 2022; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4314. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Dela-
ware; Removal of Stage II Gasoline Vapor 
Recovery Program Requirements and Revi-
sion of Stage I Gasoline Vapor Recovery Pro-
gram Requirements’’ (FRL No. 9701–01–R3) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 7, 2022; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4315. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Ohio; Re-
designation of the Ohio portion of the Cin-
cinnati, Ohio-Kentucky Area to Attainment 
of the 2015 Ozone Standard’’ (FRL No. 9532– 
02–R5) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on June 7, 2022; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4316. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Mary-
land; Nonattainment New Source Review Re-
quirements for 2015 8-Hour Ozone National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard’’ (FRL No. 
9465–02–R3) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 7, 2022; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–4317. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Cali-
fornia; Mojave Desert Air Quality Manage-
ment District, Placer County Air Pollution 
Control District; Correcting Amendment’’ 
(FRL No. 9453–02–R9) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on June 7, 2022; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–4318. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Cali-
fornia; San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pol-
lution Control District; Open Burning’’ (FRL 
No. 9246–02–R9) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 7, 2022; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–4319. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Determination to 
Defer Sanctions; Air Plan Approval; Cali-
fornia; San Diego County Air Pollution Con-

trol District’’ (FRL No. 9870–03–R9) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 7, 2022; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–4320. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Implementation Plans; New 
York; Ozone and Particulate Matter Controls 
Strategies’’ (FRL No. 9439–02–R2) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 7, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–4321. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Implementation Plans; Mon-
tana; Thompson Falls PM10 Nonattainment 
Area Limited Maintenance Plan and Redes-
ignation Request’’ (FRL No. 9579–02–R8) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 7, 2022; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4322. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Implementation Plans; Mon-
tana; Whitefish PM10 Nonattainment Area 
Limited Maintenance Plan and Redesigna-
tion Request’’ (FRL No. 9595–02–R8) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 7, 2022; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–4323. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; 
Kentucky; Source Specific Changes for Jef-
ferson County’’ (FRL No . 9775–02–R4) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 7, 2022; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4324. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled ‘‘Stormwater Infrastructure 
Funding and Financing’’ ; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4325. A communication from the Senior 
Policy Regulatory Coordinator, Administra-
tion for Children and Families, Department 
of Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Paternity Establishment Percentage Per-
formance Relief’’ (RIN0970–AC85) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 9, 2022; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–4326. A communication from the Chair-
man, Medicare Payment Advisory Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
entitled ‘‘June 2022 Report to the Congress: 
Medicare and the Health Care Delivery Sys-
tem’’ ; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–4327. A communication from the Com-
missioner, Social Security Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to OMB M–22–08, a 
determination that the Administration does 
not administer any financial assistance pro-
grams for infrastructure as defined under the 
Act; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–4328. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Treatment of 
Amounts Paid to Section 170(c) Organiza-
tions under Employer Leave-Based Donation 
Programs to Aid Victims of the Further Rus-
sian Invasion of Ukraine’’ (Notice 2022–28) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 8, 2022; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–4329. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Extension of Tem-
porary Relief from the Physical Presence Re-
quirement Through December 31, 2022, for 
Spousal Consents Under Qualified Retire-
ment Plans’’ (Notice 2022–27) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
8, 2022; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–4330. A communication from the Board 
of Trustees of the Federal Old-Age and Sur-
vivors Insurance and Federal Disability In-
surance Trust Funds, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Board’s 2022 Annual Report; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–4331. A communication from the Board 
of Trustees of the Federal Hospital Insurance 
and Federal Supplementary Medical Insur-
ance Trust Funds, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Board’s 2022 Annual Report; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–4332. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Senate, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the receipts and expend-
itures of the Senate for the period from Oc-
tober 1, 2021 through March 31, 2022, received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 15, 2022; ordered to lie on the table. 

EC–4333. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to actions that the 
President has taken concerning Federal rec-
ognition of an international exposition; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–4334. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Determination Under 
Sections 506(a) (1) and 614(a) (1) of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 to Provide Mili-
tary Assistance to Ukraine’’; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–4335. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a notification of intent to provide 
military assistance to Ukraine, including for 
self-defense and border security operations; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–4336. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Employee Benefits Se-
curity Administration, Department of Labor, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Annual Information Return/ 
Reports’’ (RIN1210–AB97) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 8, 
2022; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–4337. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Maritime Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
and a Management Report for the period 
from October 1, 2021 through March 31, 2022; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4338. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department’s fiscal year 
2021 annual report relative to the Notifica-
tion and Federal Employee Antidiscrimina-
tion and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR 
Act); to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4339. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Department’s Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General for 
the period from October 1, 2021 through 
March 31, 2022; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4340. A communication from the Chair 
of the Board of Governors, Federal Reserve 
System, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Inspector General’s Semiannual Report for 
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the six-month period from October 1, 2021 
through March 31, 2022; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–4341. A communication from the Chair 
of the Federal Trade Commission, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2021 through 
March 31, 2022 and the Uniform Resource Lo-
cator (URL) for the report; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–4342. A communication from the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department’s Semiannual 
Report of the Inspector General for the pe-
riod from October 1, 2021 through March 31, 
2022; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4343. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Labor, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Department’s Semiannual Report of 
the Inspector General for the period from Oc-
tober 1, 2021 through March 31, 2022; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–4344. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Federal Elec-
tion Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Commission’s Semiannual Report of 
the Inspector General for the period from Oc-
tober 1, 2021 through March 31, 2022; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–4345. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Railroad Retirement Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Board’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2021 through 
March 31, 2022; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4346. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Labor, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corpora-
tion’s Office of Inspector General’s Semi-
annual Report to Congress and the Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation Management’s 
Response for the period from October 1, 2021 
through March 31, 2022; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–4347. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Railroad Passenger Corpora-
tion, Amtrak, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Inspector General’s Semiannual Report 
to Congress for the period from October 1, 
2021 through March 31, 2022; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–4348. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Agency’s Semiannual Report of the Office of 
Inspector General for the period from Octo-
ber 1, 2021 through March 31, 2022; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–4349. A communication from the Com-
missioner of the Social Security Administra-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the Ad-
ministration’s Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from October 
1, 2021 through March 31, 2022 and the Uni-
form Resource Locator (URL) for the report; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4350. A joint communication from the 
Chairman and the General Counsel, National 
Labor Relations Board, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Office of Inspector General 
Semiannual Report for the period of October 
1, 2021 through March 31, 2022; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–4351. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Office of In-

spector General’s Semiannual Report and 
the Management Response for the period of 
October 1, 2021 through March 31, 2022; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–4352. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, two (2) reports relative 
to vacancies in the Department of Homeland 
Security, received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 6, 2022; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–4353. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec-
utive Office of the President, transmitting, 
Government-wide legislative proposals to 
strengthen the agility and efficiency of Fed-
eral acquisition processes while increasing 
use of products and construction materials 
made in America; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–4354. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 24–434, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2022 Revised 
Local Budget Adjustment Temporary Act of 
2022’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4355. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 24–435, ‘‘Removal and Disposition 
of Abandoned and Other Unlawfully Parked 
Vehicles Reform Amendment Act of 2022’’; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4356. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 24–436, ‘‘Department of Motor 
Vehicles Extension of Deadlines Amendment 
Act of 2022’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. REED for the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (lh) Jac-
quelyn McClelland, to be Rear Admiral. 

Navy nominations beginning with Rear 
Adm. (lh) Eric C. Ruttenberg and ending 
with Rear Adm. (lh) Larry D. Watkins, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
March 15, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (lh) Mi-
chael J. Steffen, to be Rear Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Capt. Charles Kirol, to 
be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nomination of Capt. Mark R. Myers, 
to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nomination of Capt. David M. 
Buzzetti, to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nomination of Capt. David G. Ma-
lone, to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nominations beginning with Capt. 
Charles M. Brown and ending with Capt. Mi-
chael Tanner, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on March 15, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Capt. 
Robert J. Dodson and ending with Capt. Mi-
chael S. Richman, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on March 15, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Capt. 
David J. Faehnle and ending with Capt. Kim-
berly A. Walz, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on March 15, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Capt. David H. 
Duttlinger, to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Eugene D. 
Black III, to be Vice Admiral. 

*Marine Corps nomination of Lt. Gen. Wil-
liam M. Jurney, to be Lieutenant General. 

*Army nomination of Gen. Christopher G. 
Cavoli, to be General. 

*Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Richard R. 
Coffman, to be Lieutenant General. 

*Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Richard 
A. Correll, to be Vice Admiral. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Michael D. 
Tomatz, to be Brigadier General. 

*Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Thomas E. 
Ishee, to be Vice Admiral. 

*Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Stacey 
T. Hawkins, to be Lieutenant General. 

*Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Kevin 
B. Kennedy, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. Rich-
ard L. Kemble, to be Major General. 

Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. John J. 
Bartrum, to be Major General. 

*Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Ronald P. 
Clark, to be Lieutenant General. 

*Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Patrick D. 
Frank, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Brig. Gen. David W. Abba and ending with 
Brig. Gen. Parker H. Wright, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on May 
25, 2022. 

*Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Leah 
G. Lauderback, to be Lieutenant General. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (lh) Pamela 
C. Miller, to be Rear Admiral. 

*Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Gary M. 
Brito, to be General. 

*Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. James 
B. Hecker, to be General. 

Army nomination of Col. Michael J. 
Deegan, to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Col. Mark W. 
Siekman, to be Brigadier General. 

*Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Stuart B. 
Munsch, to be Admiral. 

*Army nomination of Lt. Gen. Darryl A. 
Williams, to be General. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the 
RECORDS on the dates indicated, and 
ask unanimous consent, to save the ex-
pense of reprinting on the Executive 
Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the informa-
tion of Senators . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Dwayne A. Baca and ending with Liana 
Lucas Vogel, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on May 12, 2022. 

Air Force nomination of Marc A. Daigle, to 
be Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Paul E. 
Boquet and ending with Diana W. Weber, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on April 4, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Ivan J. 
Antosh and ending with D016623, which nomi-
nations were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on April 
4, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with John H. 
Barkemeyer and ending with Myung Y. Ryu, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 2, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Chad C. 
Black and ending with Matthew D. Wegner, 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2967 June 15, 2022 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with George 
A. Barbee and ending with Cleve B. Syl-
vester, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Joseph 
H. Afanador and ending with D011573, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
May 19, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Francis 
K. Agyapong and ending with Lakisha S. 
Wright, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with George 
M. Binger III and ending with Timothy M. 
Zerbe, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Laura 
M. Anderson and ending with Tselane P. 
Ware, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 24, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Tyson 
G. Baynes and ending with James P. 
Winstead, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 24, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Michael 
L. Ahrens and ending with D016666, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
May 24, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Chad W. 
Backus and ending with Frances R. Young, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 24, 2022. 

Army nomination of Alan R. Boyes, to be 
Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nomination of Thomas S. Furman, 
to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Dustin 
M. Albert and ending with D016614, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
May 24, 2022. 

Army nominations beginning with Aaron 
H. Amano and ending with Nicholas D. Wil-
son, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 24, 2022. 

Army nomination of Philip J. Botwinik, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Arthur R. Mosel, Jr., 
to be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Binhminh T. Nguyen, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Michael R. Hanneken, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nominations beginning with Robert 
J. Belton and ending with Rickie E. Wam-
bles, Jr., which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 7, 2022. 

Marine Corps nominations beginning with 
George H. Forbes III and ending with Ross A. 
Hrynewych, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on January 5, 2022. 

Marine Corps nomination of Johnathan D. 
Reed, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Navy nomination of Charles E. Knight II, 
to be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Joshua 
C. Lipps and ending with Ryan M. Mudd, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Richard 
T. Overkamp, Jr. and ending with Weldon B. 
Willhite, Jr., which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Stephan 
M. Bussell and ending with William P. Phil-
lips, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Julio E. Patron, Jr., to 
be Captain. 

Navy nomination of Michael J. Martin, to 
be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Matthew 
E. Breedlove and ending with Charity C. 
Hardison, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Ralph E. 
Hulbert, Jr. and ending with Joseph A. Wil-
lis, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Brian C. 
Arena and ending with Peter J. Zeller, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
May 12, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Darren 
N. Bess and ending with Christopher E. 
Wear, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Heath J. 
Brightman and ending with Daniel W. 
Krowe, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Robert A. Powell, to 
be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with James 
C. Boyt and ending with Anthony G. Matt, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Mitchell R. Jones, to 
be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Suzanna 
G. Brugler and ending with Shivan 
Sivalingam, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on May 12, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Jodi C. Beattie, to be 
Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Randy 
J. Berti and ending with Michael Windom, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Joshua 
E. Calloway and ending with Daniel C. Short, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Darrin 
E. Barber and ending with Michael A. 
Woehrman, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Ben-
jamin F. Armstrong and ending with Michael 
H. Sanders, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Chris-
topher J. Carmichael and ending with Marco 
D. Spivey, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Ben-
jamin P. Abbott and ending with Michael K. 
Witt, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Brad A. 
Bauer and ending with John A. Courtial, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Stephen 
A. Folsom and ending with Ronnie C. Harper, 
Jr., which nominations were received by the 

Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with David F. 
Etheridge and ending with Michael K. Sims, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Zeverick 
L. Butts and ending with Roderick V. Little, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Peter M. B. Harley, to 
be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Kevin D. 
Barnard and ending with Michael S. Tiefel, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Katie M. 
Abdallah and ending with Ralph J. Stephens, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Ron J. 
Arellano and ending with William M. Wilson, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Erin M. 
Ceschini and ending with Heather H. 
Quilenderino, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Chris-
topher S. Bernotavicius and ending with 
Gedion T. Teklegiorgis, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nominations beginning with Nathan 
J. Christensen and ending with Candice C. 
Tresch, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 19, 2022. 

Navy nomination of Cynthia L. Kane, to be 
Captain. 

Space Force nomination of Andrew S. 
Menschner, to be Colonel. 

Space Force nominations beginning with 
Paul A. Karsten III and ending with Eric J. 
Perez, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 7, 2022. 

Space Force nominations beginning with 
David A. Beaumont and ending with Nicol R. 
Stroud, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 7, 2022. 

Space Force nominations beginning with 
Wendy M. Delacruz and ending with Eric S. 
Schlieber, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 7, 2022. 

Space Force nominations beginning with 
Craig E. Frank and ending with David A. 
Pheasant, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 7, 2022. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2968 June 15, 2022 
By Mr. KENNEDY: 

S. 4405. A bill to establish a joint task 
force to improve the collection of restitution 
and improve oversight of the Bureau of Pris-
ons Inmate Trust Fund Accounts for the pur-
pose of deterring illicit financial activity, 
money laundering, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina (for 
himself and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 4406. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide incentives for 
the use of automatic portability arrange-
ments under defined contribution plans, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself and Mr. 
SCOTT of Florida): 

S. 4407. A bill to amend the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act to prohibit exports of 
crude and refined oil and certain petroleum 
products to the People’s Republic of China; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, and Mr. SANDERS): 

S. 4408. A bill to prohibit data brokers from 
selling and transferring certain sensitive 
data; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
BLUNT, Ms. ERNST, Mr. SCOTT of Flor-
ida, Mr. DAINES, Mr. COTTON, Mr. 
MARSHALL, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CRAPO, 
Ms. LUMMIS, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BOOZ-
MAN, Mr. WICKER, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
RISCH, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. BRAUN, Mr. 
TUBERVILLE, Mr. MORAN, Mrs. FISCH-
ER, Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, and Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 4409. A bill to prohibit providers of email 
services from using filtering algorithms to 
flag emails from political campaigns that 
consumers have elected to receive as spam; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

By Mr. ROMNEY (for himself, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, and Mr. HICKENLOOPER): 

S. 4410. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide for comprehen-
sive student achievement information; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself and Mr. COR-
NYN): 

S. 4411. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
5302 Galveston Road in Houston, Texas, as 
the ‘‘Vanessa Guillen Post Office Building’’; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Ms. SINEMA (for herself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI): 

S. 4412. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to award grants 
to States, Indian Tribes, Tribal organiza-
tions, and urban Indian organizations to pro-
vide safety measures to social workers, 
health workers, and human services profes-
sionals performing services placing such in-
dividuals in high-risk and potentially dan-
gerous situations, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. OSSOFF: 
S. 4413. A bill to amend the Infrastructure 

Investment and Jobs Act to remove the ex-
clusion of certain small business concerns 
from the disadvantaged business enterprise 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. BRAUN: 
S. 4414. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Health and Human Services to publish a list 
of hospitals found to be non-compliance with 

the hospital price transparency rule; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself and 
Mr. RUBIO): 

S. Res. 675. A resolution commemorating 
the 100th Anniversary of the American Hel-
lenic Educational Progressive Association; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr. 
BLUNT): 

S. Res. 676. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of June 23, 2022, as ‘‘Na-
tional Pell Grant Day’’; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
HAGERTY, Mr. TILLIS, and Mr. 
BRAUN): 

S. Res. 677. A resolution recognizing the 
exemplary service of the soldiers of the 30th 
Infantry Division (Old Hickory) of the 
United States Army during World War I and 
World War II; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. CARDIN, Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. PADILLA, Ms. ROSEN, Mr. LUJÁN, 
Mrs. MURRAY, and Ms. DUCKWORTH): 

S. Res. 678. A resolution recognizing the 
month of June 2022 as ‘‘Immigrant Heritage 
Month’’, a celebration of the accomplish-
ments and contributions of immigrants and 
their children in making the United States a 
healthier, safer, more diverse, prosperous 
country, and acknowledging the importance 
of immigrants and their children to the fu-
ture successes of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. WICKER, Ms. ROSEN, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. CARPER, Mr. CASEY, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CRUZ, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. 
HAGERTY, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. HOEVEN, 
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KING, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. PORTMAN, 
Mr. REED, Mr. RISCH, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, Mr. THUNE, Mr. SCOTT of 
South Carolina, Ms. SMITH, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Mr. YOUNG, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. KELLY, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. KAINE, 
Mr. LUJÁN, and Mr. OSSOFF): 

S. Res. 679. A resolution commemorating 
June 19, 2022, as ‘‘Juneteenth National Inde-
pendence Day’’ in recognition of June 19, 
1865, the date on which news of the end of 
slavery reached the slaves in the South-
western States; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Ms. 
ROSEN): 

S. Res. 680. A resolution designating June 
2022 as ‘‘National Cybersecurity Education 
Month’’; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. LANKFORD (for himself and 
Mr. INHOFE): 

S. Res. 681. A resolution recognizing the 
service of the Los Angeles-class attack sub-
marine the USS Oklahoma City and the 
crews of the USS Oklahoma City, who served 
the United States with valor and bravery; 
considered and agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 111 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 111, a bill to establish the 
Federal Clearinghouse on School Safe-
ty Best Practices, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 391 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 391, a bill to amend title 
18, United States Code, to reauthorize 
and expand the National Threat As-
sessment Center of the Department of 
Homeland Security. 

S. 650 
At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 

the name of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. OSSOFF) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 650, a bill to enable the payment 
of certain officers and employees of the 
United States whose employment is au-
thorized pursuant to a grant of de-
ferred action, deferred enforced depar-
ture, or temporary protected status. 

S. 1873 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1873, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
Medicare coverage of multi-cancer 
early detection screening tests. 

S. 2037 
At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 

the name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 2037, a bill to amend 
title XVIII to strengthen ambulance 
services furnished under part B of the 
Medicare program. 

S. 2266 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2266, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to im-
prove the historic rehabilitation tax 
credit, and for other purposes. 

S. 2340 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was withdrawn as a cosponsor 
of S. 2340, a bill to improve the safety 
and security of the Federal judiciary. 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2340, supra. 

S. 2956 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2956, a bill to advance tar-
geted, high-impact, and evidence-based 
inventions for the prevention and 
treatment of global malnutrition, to 
improve the coordination of such pro-
grams, and for other purposes. 

S. 2960 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
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of S. 2960, a bill to encourage reduction 
of disposable plastic products in units 
of the National Park System, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3304 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3304, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to improve the 
ability of veterans to electronically 
submit complaints about the delivery 
of health care services by the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

S. 3421 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3421, a bill to clarify that 
section 107 of the Countering America’s 
Adversaries Through Sanctions Act ap-
plies sanctions with respect to un-
manned combat aerial vehicles fol-
lowing a 2019 change by the United Na-
tions providing additional clarity to 
the United Nations Register of Conven-
tional Arms. 

S. 3494 
At the request of Mr. OSSOFF, the 

name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. HICKENLOOPER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3494, a bill to amend the 
Ethics in Government Act of 1978 to re-
quire Members of Congress and their 
spouses and dependents to place cer-
tain assets into blind trusts, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3607 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

the names of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PADILLA) and the Senator 
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 3607, a bill to 
award a Congressional gold medal, col-
lectively, to the First Rhode Island 
Regiment, in recognition of their dedi-
cated service during the Revolutionary 
War. 

S. 3658 
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 

names of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. PAUL) and the Senator from Mary-
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 3658, a bill to amend 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 to 
provide for interest-free deferment on 
student loans for borrowers serving in 
a medical or dental internship or resi-
dency program. 

S. 3890 
At the request of Mr. PETERS, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3890, a bill to improve intergovern-
mental cooperation and reduce duplica-
tive spending, and for other purposes. 

S. 3909 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3909, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to make employ-
ers of spouses of military personnel eli-
gible for the work opportunity credit. 

S. 3956 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 

WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3956, a bill to direct the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy to establish a grant program to im-
prove the effectiveness of education 
and outreach on ‘‘Do Not Flush’’ label-
ing, and to require the Federal Trade 
Commission, in consultation with the 
Administrator, to issue regulations re-
quiring certain products to have ‘‘Do 
Not Flush’’ labeling, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 4105 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY), the Senator from Idaho 
(Mr. RISCH), the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS) and the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 4105, a 
bill to treat certain liquidations of new 
motor vehicle inventory as qualified 
liquidations of LIFO inventory for pur-
poses of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. 

S. 4120 

At the request of Mr. REED, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH) and the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 4120, a bill to maximize 
discovery, and accelerate development 
and availability, of promising child-
hood cancer treatments, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 4161 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 4161, a bill to establish effluent 
limitations guidelines and standards 
and water quality criteria for 
perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl 
substances under the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 4192 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
4192, a bill amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to end the tax subsidy for 
employer efforts to influence their 
workers’ exercise of their rights around 
labor organizations and engaging in 
collective action. 

S. 4213 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PADILLA) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 4213, a bill to amend the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
prohibit employers from paying em-
ployees in the garment industry by 
piece rate, to require manufacturers 
and contractors in the garment indus-
try to register with the Department of 
Labor, and for other purposes. 

S. 4245 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 4245, a bill to impose a mora-
torium on large agribusiness, food and 
beverage manufacturing, and grocery 
retail mergers. 

S. 4287 

At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
ROSEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
4287, a bill to permit COPS grants to be 
used for the purpose of increasing the 
compensation and hiring of law en-
forcement officer, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. RES. 183 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 183, a resolution con-
demning the Government of Iran’s 
state-sponsored persecution of its 
Baha’i minority and its continued vio-
lation of the International Covenants 
on Human Rights. 

S. RES. 427 

At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 427, a resolution to commemorate 
the 30-year anniversary of the 1991 
Paris Peace Agreements with Cam-
bodia and to call upon all signatories 
to those Agreements to fulfill their 
commitments to secure a peaceful, 
prosperous, democratic, and sovereign 
Cambodia. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
BLUNT, Ms. ERNST, Mr. SCOTT of 
Florida, Mr. DAINES, Mr. COT-
TON, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. CRAPO, Ms. LUM-
MIS, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. WICKER, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
RISCH, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. BRAUN, 
Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. MORAN, 
Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. SCOTT of 
South Carolina, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
and Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 4409. A bill to prohibit providers of 
email services from using filtering al-
gorithms to flag emails from political 
campaigns that consumers have elect-
ed to receive as spam; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, former 
Google executive chairman Eric 
Schmidt, in writing with Jared Cohen, 
once said: 

Modern technology platforms [are] even 
more powerful than most people realize [and 
that] our future world will be profoundly al-
tered by their adoption and successfulness in 
societies everywhere. 

There is no question that Big Tech 
plays an ever increasing role in our 
lives. I imagine most of us wouldn’t 
even be able to count the number of 
times a day we interact with tech-
nology platforms, from checking our 
email to spending time on social media 
to searching on Google, and the pan-
demic only accelerated that trend as 
our reliance on technology for every-
thing from social connection to food 
delivery increased. 
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I don’t need to tell anyone that tech-

nology platforms offer lots of benefits. 
They are sources of entertainment and 
information. They make it easier to 
stay close to distant loved ones. They 
allow us to shop, to conduct business, 
and to connect with friends, and to ad-
vocate for causes that we believe in. 

But I also don’t need to tell anyone 
that technology platforms have a more 
problematic side as well. One big prob-
lem arises from the increased ability 
Big Tech has to shape the information 
we see through the use of opaque algo-
rithms. Gone are the days when you 
logged into Facebook and just con-
sumed content that had been posted 
chronologically since your previous 
login. Now, Facebook and other social 
media platforms use algorithms to 
shape your news feed and provide sug-
gestions for additional content, empha-
sizing posts that the platforms think 
you will be interested in and deempha-
sizing other posts. 

Now, obviously, algorithms are not 
all bad. Most of us like it when 
YouTube automatically plays another 
video by our favorite band instead of 
switching to something completely un-
related. But if a 15-year-old kid watch-
es a video and then YouTube’s algo-
rithms lead him or her down a path of 
inappropriate videos—well, I think you 
could see that is a problem. 

A 2021 Wall Street Journal investiga-
tion into TikTok revealed how easy it 
is for young users to be bombarded 
with inappropriate and disturbing con-
tent. And thanks to limited or opaque 
disclosures, people are often not aware 
of just how much their experience on 
technology platforms is being shaped 
by opaque algorithms. 

When we search for something on 
Google, most of us don’t spend a lot of 
time thinking about the fact that 
Google is tailoring our search results 
to what it thinks we want to see or 
what it wants us to see. But the fact of 
the matter is that almost all of the in-
formation being presented to us by Big 
Tech platforms like social media and 
Google is being filtered and tailored to 
us. And while, again, this can have a 
positive side, it can also have negative 
consequences, ranging from political 
polarization to addictive behavior. 

As technology platforms play an ever 
more dominant role in our lives, I be-
lieve platforms should be required to 
make users aware of the fact that an 
algorithm is controlling the content 
they see. To that end, I have offered 
multiple pieces of legislation to in-
crease Big Tech’s transparency and to 
give consumers more control over their 
experience. 

My bipartisan Filter Bubble Trans-
parency Act would require large-scale 
internet platforms to notify users that 
the content they are seeing has been 
selected for them by secret algorithms, 
creating a unique universe of informa-
tion for each user—a phenomenon that 
is often referred to as the ‘‘filter bub-
ble.’’ Platforms would also be required 
to give users the choice to switch to a 

version of the platform that is filter 
bubble-free. 

I have also introduced the bipartisan 
Platform Accountability and Trans-
parency Act—or the PACT Act—to 
shed greater light on the secretive con-
tent moderation processes internet 
platforms use. 

The PACT Act would require internet 
platforms to prepare biannual trans-
parency reports outlining material 
that they have removed from their 
sites or chosen to deemphasize. These 
reports would have to be made avail-
able to the public and not in inten-
tionally complicated legalese. Plat-
forms would have to provide clearly 
understandable versions of these re-
ports to consumers. 

The PACT Act would require tech-
nology platforms to provide consumers 
with greater due process when it comes 
to content these platforms remove or 
otherwise moderate. So if Facebook, 
for example, removed one of your 
posts, it would have to tell you why 
and would have to provide a way for 
you to appeal that decision. 

Today, I am introducing a third piece 
of legislation to increase transparency 
and accountability at Big Tech. This 
bill is called the Political Bias in Algo-
rithm Sorting Emails Act, otherwise 
known as the Political BIAS Emails 
Act. The Political BIAS Emails Act is 
intended to address the problem polit-
ical campaigns on both sides of the 
aisle have faced in getting their cam-
paign emails to Americans. 

A recent study from North Carolina 
State University found that during the 
2020 election, Google’s Gmail—the larg-
est email provider in the United 
States—sent greater numbers of Re-
publican campaign emails to spam 
folders, while Yahoo! and Outlook sent 
greater numbers of Democratic cam-
paign emails to spam, albeit by lesser 
margins than Google did for Repub-
lican campaign emails. Well, that is a 
problem. 

Americans should have access to po-
litical communications from both par-
ties so that they can make their own 
informed decisions on what candidates 
they wish to support. Disproportion-
ately filtering out information from 
candidates of one party—or from a cer-
tain candidate within a particular po-
litical party, as happened during the 
Democratic Presidential primary— 
skews the information available to 
Americans. 

I do not believe that Big Tech should 
be deciding what information individ-
uals receive. Americans are free to opt 
out of whatever email communications 
they wish, including political commu-
nications, but Big Tech should not be 
making that decision for them. My Po-
litical BIAS Emails Act would prohibit 
email services from using filtering al-
gorithms on emails sent from political 
campaigns where the candidate is run-
ning from Federal office. 

Gmail and other email services’ 
inboxing practices are a black box to 
consumers, and they operate with very 

little accountability. To address this, 
my legislation would require email 
services to submit transparency re-
ports noting the number of emails from 
both Republican and Democratic cam-
paigns flagged as spam, as well as pro-
vide information to political cam-
paigns on request to help ensure that 
voters are receiving relevant informa-
tion on every candidate’s policy posi-
tions. 

This legislation would help ensure 
that Americans and not Big Tech—I 
emphasize not Big Tech—are making 
the decisions on what campaign com-
munications they want to receive. 

Internet platforms have enhanced 
Americans’ lives in a number of ways, 
as I have already mentioned. But as 
these platforms play an ever-greater 
role in shaping the information we re-
ceive, it is vital that we insist on ade-
quate transparency and ensure that 
Americans are given the opportunity 
to opt out of the filter bubble. Amer-
ican people ought to be in charge of 
what they see, not Big Tech companies. 

I will continue to work to advance 
the various bills that I have introduced 
to promote greater transparency in Big 
Tech. And as ranking member of the 
Commerce Committee’s Subcommittee 
on Communications, Media, and 
Broadband, I will continue to focus on 
ways to ensure that Big Tech is ac-
countable to consumers. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 4409 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Political 
Bias In Algorithm Sorting Emails Act of 
2022’’ or the ‘‘Political BIAS Emails Act of 
2022’’. 
SEC. 2. UNFAIR AND DECEPTIVE ACTS AND PRAC-

TICES RELATING TO FILTERING PO-
LITICAL EMAILS THAT A CONSUMER 
HAS ELECTED TO RECEIVE. 

(a) CONDUCT PROHIBITED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—It shall be unlawful for an 

operator of an email service to use a fil-
tering algorithm to apply a label to an email 
sent to an email account from a political 
campaign unless the owner or user of the ac-
count took action to apply such a label. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The prohibition 
under subsection (1) shall take effect on the 
date that is 3 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

(b) QUARTERLY TRANSPARENCY REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning with the first 

year that begins on or after the date that is 
120 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, each operator of an email service shall 
be required to make publicly available, on a 
quarterly basis, a transparency report that 
meets the requirements of this subsection. 

(2) CONTENT OF REPORT.—Each quarterly 
report by an operator of an email service re-
quired under this subsection shall include 
the following: 

(A) The total number of instances during 
the previous quarter in which emails from 
political campaigns were flagged as spam. 
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(B) The number of instances during the 

previous quarter in which emails from polit-
ical campaigns were flagged as spam by a fil-
tering algorithm without direction from the 
email account owner or user. 

(C) The total number of instances during 
the previous quarter when emails from polit-
ical campaigns of candidates belonging to 
the Republican Party were flagged as spam. 

(D) The percentage of emails during the 
previous quarter of the year flagged as spam 
from political campaigns of candidates be-
longing to the Republican party. 

(E) The number of instances during the 
previous quarter in which emails from polit-
ical campaigns of candidates belonging to 
the Republican Party were flagged as spam 
by a filtering algorithm without direction 
from the email account owner or user. 

(F) The percentage of emails during the 
previous quarter of the year flagged as spam 
by a filtering algorithm without direction 
from the email account owner or user for 
emails from political campaigns of can-
didates belonging to the Republican Party. 

(G) The total number of instances during 
the previous quarter when emails from polit-
ical campaigns of candidates belonging to 
the Democratic Party were flagged as spam. 

(H) The percentage of emails during the 
previous quarter of the year flagged as spam 
from political campaigns of candidates be-
longing to the Democrat party. 

(I) The number of instances during the pre-
vious quarter in which emails from political 
campaigns of candidates belonging to the 
Democratic Party were flagged as spam by a 
filtering algorithm without direction from 
the email account owner or user. 

(J) The percentage of emails during the 
previous quarter of the year flagged as spam 
by a filtering algorithm without direction 
from the email account owner or user for 
emails from political campaigns of can-
didates belonging to the Democrat party. 

(K) A descriptive summary of the kinds of 
tools, practices, actions, and techniques used 
by an operator of an email service during the 
previous quarter in determining which 
emails from political campaigns to flag as 
spam. 

(3) PUBLICATION AND FORMAT.—The oper-
ator of an email service shall publish each 
quarterly report required under this sub-
section with an open license, in a machine- 
readable and open format, and in a location 
that is easily accessible to consumers. 

(c) DISCLOSURE FOR POLITICAL CAM-
PAIGNS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning 3 months after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, each 
operator of an email service shall be required 
to disclose to a political campaign, upon the 
request of the campaign and subject to para-
graph (3), a report that includes any of the 
information described in paragraph (2) that 
is requested by the campaign. 

(2) CONTENT OF THE DISCLOSURE.—The infor-
mation described in this paragraph is the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The number of instances during the 
previous quarter when emails from the polit-
ical campaign requesting the information 
were flagged as spam. 

(B) The percentage of emails sent from the 
political campaign requesting the informa-
tion that were flagged as spam during the 
previous quarter. 

(C) The number of instances during the 
previous calendar quarter when emails from 
the political campaign requesting the infor-
mation were flagged as spam by a filtering 
algorithm. 

(D) The total number of emails sent from 
the political campaign requesting the infor-
mation that reached the intended recipient’s 
primary inbox. 

(E) The percentage of emails sent from the 
political campaign requesting the informa-
tion that reached the intended recipient’s 
primary inbox. 

(F) A descriptive summary as to why an 
email from the political campaign request-
ing the information did not reach the in-
tended recipient’s primary inbox. 

(3) FREQUENCY OF REQUESTS.—A political 
campaign may not request that an operator 
of an email service provide a report con-
taining any of the information described in 
paragraph (2) more than— 

(A) once per week during election years; 
(B) twice per month during non-election 

years; and 
(C) once a week in the 12 months preceding 

the date of a special election in which a can-
didate associated with the political cam-
paign is seeking election. 

(4) BEST PRACTICES.—An operator of an 
email service shall provide to a political 
campaign, upon request, best practices on 
steps the political campaign should take to 
increase the number of emails from the po-
litical campaign that reach the intended re-
cipient’s primary inbox. 

(5) DEADLINE FOR PROVIDING DISCLOSURE TO 
POLITICAL CAMPAIGNS.—An operator of an 
email service that receives a request from a 
political campaign for a disclosure report de-
scribed in paragraph (1) or best practices de-
scribed in paragraph (4) shall provide such 
report or best practices to the political cam-
paign not later than 4 days after the oper-
ator receives the request. 

(d) ENFORCEMENT BY THE FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION.— 

(1) UNFAIR OR DECEPTIVE ACTS OR PRAC-
TICES.—A violation of subsection (a), (b), or 
(c) shall be treated as a violation of a rule 
defining an unfair or a deceptive act or prac-
tice under section 18(a)(1)(B) of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 
57a(a)(1)(B)). 

(2) POWERS OF COMMISSION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Trade Com-

mission shall enforce this section in the 
same manner, by the same means, and with 
the same jurisdiction, powers, and duties as 
though all applicable terms and provisions of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 
41 et seq.) were incorporated into and made 
a part of this section. 

(B) PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES.—Any per-
son who violates subsection (a) shall be sub-
ject to the penalties and entitled to the 
privileges and immunities provided in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 
et seq.). 

(C) AUTHORITY PRESERVED.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to limit the 
authority of the Federal Trade Commission 
under any other provision of law. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) FILTERING ALGORITHM.—The term ‘‘fil-

tering algorithm’’ means a computational 
process, including one derived from algo-
rithmic decision making, machine learning, 
statistical analysis, or other data processing 
or artificial intelligence techniques, used by 
an email service to identify and filter emails 
sent to an email account. 

(2) OPERATOR.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘operator’’ 

means any person who operates an email 
service and includes any person that wholly 
owns a subsidiary entity that operates an 
email service. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude any person who operates an email serv-
ice if such service is wholly owned, con-
trolled, and operated by a person that— 

(i) for the most recent 6-month period, did 
not employ more than 500 employees; and 

(ii) for the most recent 12-month period, 
averaged less than $5,000,000,000 in annual 
gross receipts. 

(3) POLITICAL CAMPAIGN.—The term ‘‘polit-
ical campaign’’ includes— 

(A) an individual who is a candidate (as 
such term is defined in section 301(2) of the 
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (52 
U.S.C. 30101(2)); 

(B) an authorized committee (as such term 
is defined in section 301(6) of such Act); 

(C) a connected organization (as such term 
is defined in section 301(7) of such Act); 

(D) a national committee (as such term is 
defined in section 301(15) of such Act); 

(E) a State committee (as such term is de-
fined in section 301(15) of such Act); and 

(F) a joint fundraising committee that in-
cludes any entity described in subparagraphs 
(A) through (E). 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 675—COM-
MEMORATING THE 100TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE AMERICAN 
HELLENIC EDUCATIONAL PRO-
GRESSIVE ASSOCIATION 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself and 
Mr. RUBIO) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 675 

Whereas the American Hellenic Edu-
cational Progressive Association (referred to 
in this preamble as ‘‘AHEPA’’) was founded 
on July 26, 1922, in Atlanta, Georgia, by 8 vi-
sionary Greek immigrants to help unify, or-
ganize, and protect individuals of all ethnic, 
racial, and religious backgrounds against the 
bigotry, discrimination, and defamation per-
petrated predominantly by the Ku Klux 
Klan; 

Whereas the mission of AHEPA is to pro-
mote the Hellenic ideals of ancient Greece, 
which include philanthropy, education, civic 
responsibility, and family and individual ex-
cellence through community service and vol-
unteerism; 

Whereas, since the inception of AHEPA, 
the organization has instilled in the mem-
bers of AHEPA an understanding of their 
Hellenic heritage and an awareness of the 
contributions that Hellenic heritage has 
made to the development of democratic prin-
ciples and governance in the United States 
and throughout the world; 

Whereas AHEPA has done much through-
out the history of the organization to foster 
patriotism in the United States; 

Whereas members of AHEPA have served 
in the Armed Forces of the United States to 
protect the freedom of the people of the 
United States and to preserve those demo-
cratic ideals that are part of the Hellenic 
legacy; 

Whereas, in World War II, members of 
AHEPA parachuted behind enemy lines in 
Nazi-occupied Greece to help liberate Greece; 

Whereas AHEPA raised more than 
$253,000,000 for United States war bonds dur-
ing World War II, and, as a result of the ef-
fort, AHEPA was named an official issuing 
agent for United States war bonds by the De-
partment of the Treasury, an honor that no 
other civic organization had yet achieved; 

Whereas, in 1990, the members of AHEPA 
donated $612,000 toward the restoration of 
the Statue of Liberty and Ellis Island, New 
York, for which AHEPA received special rec-
ognition by the Department of the Interior; 
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Whereas the AHEPA National Housing 

Program has sponsored safe and dignified af-
fordable housing for vulnerable senior citi-
zens under the Section 202 Supportive Hous-
ing for the Elderly program (administered by 
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment and authorized under section 202 of 
the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q)), and 
the sponsorship has a portfolio of 4,467 units 
in 87 communities in 19 States; 

Whereas AHEPA has engaged in ‘‘Track 
Two Diplomacy’’ to foster reconciliation and 
rapprochement in the Eastern Mediterra-
nean, which is in the best interest of the 
United States, and has enhanced people-to- 
people ties between countries; 

Whereas AHEPA financially supports 
scholarships, natural disaster and humani-
tarian relief, medical research, and countless 
other charitable and philanthropic causes by 
contributing more than $2,200,000 annually 
from the national, district, and local levels 
of AHEPA; 

Whereas generations of Greek American 
women and Philhellenes have worked to 
strengthen society through service organiza-
tions, such as the Daughters of Penelope, in 
order to— 

(1) provide affordable housing for older 
adults; 

(2) sponsor and support domestic violence 
shelters; 

(3) provide scholarship awards; 
(4) raise awareness and provide financial 

support for medical research and charitable 
causes; and 

(5) help those in need of humanitarian as-
sistance or natural disaster relief; 

Whereas, in the spirit of their Hellenic her-
itage and in commemoration of the Centen-
nial Olympic Games held in Atlanta, Geor-
gia, members of AHEPA raised $775,000 for 
the Tribute to Olympism and Hellenism 
sculpture, the fan-like structure of which 
helped to save lives during the 1996 Olympic 
Bombing at Centennial Olympic Park; 

Whereas members of AHEPA raised $110,000 
for the creation of the George C. Marshall 
Statue erected on the grounds of the United 
States Embassy in Athens, Greece, in cele-
bration of the historic relationship between 
the United States and Greece and in tribute 
to General Marshall, an outstanding states-
man and Philhellene; 

Whereas members of AHEPA raised 
$1,000,000 toward the rebuilding of Saint 
Nicholas Greek Orthodox Church and Na-
tional Shrine at the World Trade Center, 
which was the only house of worship de-
stroyed on September 11, 2001; 

Whereas members of AHEPA have been 
Presidents and Vice Presidents of the United 
States, United States Senators and Rep-
resentatives, and United States Ambas-
sadors, and have served honorably as elected 
and appointed officials at local and State 
levels throughout the United States; and 

Whereas President George H. W. Bush cited 
AHEPA as 1 of the ‘‘thousand points of 
light’’ in the United States: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the significant contributions 

to the United States of citizens of Hellenic 
heritage; 

(2) commemorates the 100th Anniversary of 
the founding of the American Hellenic Edu-
cational Progressive Association, applauds 
its mission, and commends the many chari-
table contributions of its members to com-
munities in the United States and around 
the world; and 

(3) requests the President to issue a procla-
mation recognizing the 100th Anniversary 
and many accomplishments of the American 
Hellenic Educational Progressive Associa-
tion. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 676—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF JUNE 23, 2022, 
AS ‘‘NATIONAL PELL GRANT 
DAY’’ 

Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr. 
BLUNT) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions: 

S. RES. 676 

Whereas June 23 is the 50th anniversary of 
the signing of the Education Amendments 
Act of 1972 (Public Law 92–318, 86 Stat. 235) 
by President Richard Nixon; 

Whereas that Act established within the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 
et seq.) the Basic Educational Opportunity 
Grant, later named the Federal Pell Grant 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Pell Grant’’) in 
honor of its sponsor Senator Claiborne Pell; 

Whereas, 50 years ago, Senator Pell stated 
that ‘‘for it’s through this Act that the 
dream of access, and opportunity for college 
education becomes a reality. It’s in this Act 
that we say a lack of financial wealth should 
not, and will not, stand in the way of a per-
son who has the talent, the desire and the 
drive to reach out for a college education.’’; 

Whereas, today, the Pell Grant program, 
which helps low-income students pursue 
higher education goals, maintains bipartisan 
support in Congress and with the public; 

Whereas, each year, Pell Grants help near-
ly 7,000,000 students, approximately 40 per-
cent of undergraduate students, pursue and 
succeed in higher education; 

Whereas Pell Grants help students from all 
50 States, the District of Columbia, and the 
territories of the United States and from 
rural areas to cities to everywhere in be-
tween; 

Whereas the Pell Grant program is well- 
targeted to meet the needs of students with 
demonstrated financial need, with the vast 
majority of Pell Grant recipients having 
family incomes of $40,000 or less; 

Whereas extensive research shows that the 
Pell Grant program increases college enroll-
ment and completion among low- and mod-
erate-income students; 

Whereas Pell Grants are critical for stu-
dents from historically underrepresented 
backgrounds, including 58 percent of Black 
students, 47 percent of Hispanic students, 51 
percent of American Indian and Alaska Na-
tive students, 48 percent of first-generation 
students, 52 percent of students who are par-
ents, and 39 percent of students who are vet-
erans of the Armed Forces; 

Whereas each eligible student may use a 
Pell Grant at the institution of their choice, 
which includes public, private, 2-year, and 4- 
year institutions; 

Whereas the Pell Grant program is a prov-
en investment to boost future economic mo-
bility, with college graduates paying more in 
taxes and earning more in after-tax income 
than high school graduates; and 

Whereas, over the past 50 years, the Pell 
Grant program has helped more than 
80,000,000 students in the United States: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) celebrates the 50th anniversary of the 

Federal Pell Grant program on June 23, 2022; 
(2) expresses support for the designation of 

June 23 as ‘‘National Pell Grant Day’’; and 
(3) encourages the people of the United 

States to celebrate National Pell Grant Day 
by— 

(A) recognizing the more than 80,000,000 in-
dividual low- and middle-income students 
who have benefitted from the Federal Pell 
Grant program since its establishment; and 

(B) celebrating the success stories of such 
students, and ensuring the same access for 
future students. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 677—RECOG-
NIZING THE EXEMPLARY SERV-
ICE OF THE SOLDIERS OF THE 
30TH INFANTRY DIVISION (OLD 
HICKORY) OF THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY DURING WORLD 
WAR I AND WORLD WAR II 
Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 

HAGERTY, Mr. TILLIS, and Mr. BRAUN) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Armed Services: 

S. RES. 677 
Whereas the 30th Infantry Division of the 

United States Army, nicknamed Old Hick-
ory, was first activated in October 1917 for 
service in World War I; 

Whereas the 30th Infantry Division was 
nicknamed Old Hickory in honor of General 
and President Andrew Jackson; 

Whereas the 30th Infantry Division was 
composed of troops from Tennessee, Georgia, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina and was 
instrumental in breaking the Hindenburg 
Line in World War I; 

Whereas, when the 30th Infantry Division 
was reorganized at Fort Jackson in 1941 for 
service in World War II, the division included 
two North Carolina National Guard infantry 
regiments, one Tennessee National Guard in-
fantry regiment, and other elements; 

Whereas Company B of the 117th Regiment 
of the 30th Infantry Division was composed 
of members of the Tennessee National 
Guards from Athens, Tennessee, who also 
served in World War II; 

Whereas Company B was composed of 5 of-
ficers and 100 troops, all of whom were from 
Tennessee; 

Whereas 22 of those troops became officers 
in prominent positions in the Army; 

Whereas, in 1940, one year after Nazi Ger-
many invaded Poland to trigger World War 
II, the War Department reactivated the 30th 
Infantry Division; 

Whereas, in 1944, the 30th Infantry Division 
was deployed to Great Britain to participate 
in the planned Allied landing in Europe; 

Whereas, after arriving in Europe during 
World War II, the 30th Infantry Division en-
gaged directly in battle alongside the British 
armed forces; 

Whereas, during World War II, the 30th In-
fantry Division landed at Normandy on June 
14, 1944, participated in the advance across 
Northern France, joined the invasion of the 
German Rhineland, defended the Ardennes- 
Alsace, and fought to the final defeat of Ger-
many in May 1945; 

Whereas the 823rd and the 743rd Tank De-
stroyer Battalions were periodically at-
tached to the 30th Division throughout its 
campaign in Europe; 

Whereas the 30th Infantry Division played 
a key role in the breakout of the Allied 
forces from Normandy at St. Lo and the sub-
sequent advance across Northern France; 

Whereas the 30th Infantry Division is re-
membered for its role in the defense of 
Mortain and St. Barthelmy, France, and Hill 
317 against a German counterattack in Au-
gust 1944, actions in which three infantry 
regiments of the division (the 117th, 119th, 
and 120th) and a part of a fourth regiment 
and other elements of the division partici-
pated; 

Whereas the 30th Infantry Division also 
played a key role in stopping the German ad-
vance in the Battle of the Bulge and recap-
tured Malmedy and Stavelot and its vital 
bridge over the Ambleve River; 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2973 June 15, 2022 
Whereas, in March 1945, the 30th Infantry 

Division crossed the Rhine River and quickly 
advanced to Madgeburg by April 17; 

Whereas, while the 30th Infantry Division 
moved eastward into Germany, it liberated 
Weferlingen, a subcamp of the Buchenwald 
concentration camp, on April 12, 1945; 

Whereas, at Weferlingen, the troops found 
421 inmates who were in poor physical condi-
tion due to malnutrition and in dire need of 
medical attention; 

Whereas representatives of the 30th Infan-
try Division arranged for mayors of the Ger-
man towns neighboring Weferlingen to im-
mediately furnish food for the starving in-
mates; 

Whereas, in the report prepared for Gen-
eral Dwight D. Eisenhower rating the Amer-
ican combat units that fought in the Euro-
pean Theater, the Army’s official historian, 
S.L.A. Marshall, rated the 30th Division as 
first among the infantry divisions that had 
performed the most efficient and consistent 
battle service; 

Whereas, in 2012, the 30th Infantry Division 
was recognized as a liberating unit by the 
United States Army Center of Military His-
tory and the United States Holocaust Memo-
rial Museum; 

Whereas, in recognition of its exemplary 
service during World War II, the Head-
quarters Company of the 30th Infantry Divi-
sion was awarded the Meritorious Unit Com-
mendation and the French Croix de Guerre; 
and 

Whereas the proud fighting tradition of the 
30th Infantry Division is perpetuated by the 
30th Armored Brigade Combat Team, North 
Carolina Army National Guard: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes the 
exemplary service of the soldiers of the 30th 
Infantry Division of the United States Army 
during World War I and World War II. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 678—RECOG-
NIZING THE MONTH OF JUNE 2022 
AS ‘‘IMMIGRANT HERITAGE 
MONTH’’, A CELEBRATION OF 
THE ACCOMPLISHMENTS AND 
CONTRIBUTIONS OF IMMIGRANTS 
AND THEIR CHILDREN IN MAK-
ING THE UNITED STATES A 
HEALTHIER, SAFER, MORE DI-
VERSE, PROSPEROUS COUNTRY, 
AND ACKNOWLEDGING THE IM-
PORTANCE OF IMMIGRANTS AND 
THEIR CHILDREN TO THE FU-
TURE SUCCESSES OF THE 
UNITED STATES 

Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
PADILLA, Ms. ROSEN, Mr. LUJÁN, Mrs. 
MURRAY, and Ms. DUCKWORTH) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

S. RES. 678 

Whereas the United States is stronger if all 
individuals have the opportunity to live up 
to their full potential; 

Whereas about 15 percent of health care 
workers in the United States are immi-
grants, including (in order of highest per-
centage of health care workers who are for-
eign born)— 

(1) 29 percent of physicians; 
(2) 25 percent of nursing, psychiatric, and 

home health aides; 
(3) 24 percent of dentists; 
(4) 20 percent of pharmacists; 

(5) 19 percent of dental assistants; 
(6) 15 percent of medical assistants; 
(7) 15 percent of registered nurses; 
(8) 15 percent of licensed practical and li-

censed vocational nurses; 
(9) 12 percent of dieticians and nutrition-

ists; and 
(10) 12 percent of optometrists; 
Whereas the Association of American Med-

ical Colleges attested to the Supreme Court 
of the United States that the health care 
system of the United States relies on immi-
grant health care providers in their current 
roles; 

Whereas immigrants working in health 
care professions serve throughout the United 
States and often in rural or underserved 
communities; 

Whereas immigrants fill approximately 1⁄3 
of physician roles in the United States; 

Whereas immigrants working in a health 
care occupation range from those granted 
temporary protected status under section 244 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1254a) or deferred action pursuant to 
the memorandum of the Department of 
Homeland Security entitled ‘‘Exercising 
Prosecutorial Discretion with Respect to In-
dividuals Who Came to the United States as 
Children’’ issued on June 15, 2012 (referred to 
in this preamble as ‘‘DACA’’) to naturalized 
United States citizens; 

Whereas more than 12 percent of the immi-
grants working in health care occupations 
(310,000 individuals) are humanitarian mi-
grants, including refugees, asylees, special 
immigrant visa holders, and Cuban and Hai-
tian entrants; 

Whereas 50,000 DACA recipients perform 
critical roles in the health care industry; 

Whereas the medical students, residents, 
and physicians who rely on DACA for their 
ability to practice medicine and provide 
medical care to approximately 4,600 patients 
per year; 

Whereas, in response to COVID–19, immi-
grants put their own lives on the line to save 
lives every day, working as diagnostic and 
treatment practitioners, physician assist-
ants, physicians, nurses, health aides, nurs-
ing assistants and orderlies, health care sup-
port workers, medical students and resi-
dents, and health technologists and techni-
cians; 

Whereas more than 5,200,000 undocumented 
immigrants, including more than 1⁄2 of all 
DACA recipients (400,000 individuals) and the 
majority of Temporary Protected Status 
holders (more than 220,000 individuals) are 
considered essential critical infrastructure 
workers; 

Whereas immigrant essential workers, in-
cluding first responders, health care work-
ers, agricultural workers and meat packers, 
child care providers, and hospitality and 
transportation workers, have heroically 
helped provide medical care, food, shelter, 
and comfort to the individuals of the United 
States impacted by COVID–19; 

Whereas undocumented immigrants alone 
contribute an estimated $227,000,000,000 of 
spending power annually to the United 
States economy, after the payment of 
$49,000,000,000 of combined Federal, State, 
and local taxes each year; 

Whereas the majority of farm workers in 
the United States are immigrants, and re-
gardless of politics, have been deemed ‘‘es-
sential workers’’ to maintaining a safe food 
supply for the United States during the 
COVID–19 pandemic; 

Whereas immigrants have served in the 
Armed Forces since the founding of the 
United States and have fought in every 
major conflict in United States history, in-
cluding the Civil War, World Wars I and II, 
and conflicts in Vietnam, Afghanistan, and 
Iraq; 

Whereas immigrants have put their lives 
on the line to protect the ideals of the 
United States and democracy, as well as 
lives of the people of the United States, by 
serving as translators and interpreters for 
the Armed Forces, including in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, and performing sensitive and trust-
ed activities for United States military per-
sonnel stationed with the International Se-
curity Assistance Force; 

Whereas immigrants who serve in emerg-
ing industries with pronounced labor short-
ages in the United States, such as artificial 
intelligence, that rely on science, tech-
nology, engineering, and mathematics (re-
ferred to in this preamble as ‘‘STEM’’) skills, 
not only bolster the economy but also en-
hance national security and global leader-
ship; 

Whereas, when immigrants have a trusting 
relationship with local law enforcement 
agencies, immigrants report crime and work 
with law enforcement agencies on neighbor-
hood crime reduction strategies; 

Whereas the United States has the largest 
number of immigrants in the world and 
those immigrants represent almost every 
country in the world, contributing to the 
rich diversity of people, cultures, cuisine, 
literature, art, language, academia, music, 
media, fashion, and customs; 

Whereas the United States is more diverse 
than ever before in its history, with greater 
shares than ever before of immigrants from 
India, China, Hong Kong, Taiwan, the Phil-
ippines, El Salvador, Vietnam, Cuba, the Do-
minican Republic, South Korea, and Guate-
mala, and an increase of more than 90 per-
cent since 2000 of Black immigrants from 
across the African continent, the Caribbean, 
Jamaica, and Haiti; 

Whereas Black immigrants and their chil-
dren make up roughly 1⁄5 of the overall Black 
population in the United States (21 percent); 

Whereas, in response to recent civil unrest 
in the United States, immigrants of all back-
grounds have pledged their support to fight 
racial injustice, hand-in-hand with Black im-
migrants, to fight for accountability from 
law enforcement and the criminal justice 
system, and to demand that law enforcement 
protect all individuals, regardless of their 
skin color; 

Whereas celebrating the racial, ethnic, lin-
guistic, and religious differences of immi-
grants has resulted in a unified, patriotic, 
and prosperous United States; 

Whereas immigration has long been one of 
the greatest competitive advantages of the 
United States; 

Whereas immigrants of all skill levels have 
helped make the economy of the United 
States the strongest in the world, comple-
menting existing businesses in the United 
States in times of need and founding success-
ful businesses of their own; 

Whereas more than 40 percent of Fortune 
500 companies were founded by immigrants 
or their children, which generate 
$4,200,000,000,000 in annual revenue and em-
ploy millions of individuals in the United 
States; 

Whereas, although approximately 14 per-
cent of the population of the United States is 
immigrants, a considerably larger share of 
the labor force (18 percent) is immigrants; 

Whereas immigrants are entrepreneurial, 
self-starters who create their own oppor-
tunity and employment opportunities for 
others, with 12 percent of employed immi-
grants being self-employed compared to 9 
percent of employed, native-born individuals 
of the United States; 

Whereas immigrant-owned businesses pro-
vide jobs across the United States, sup-
porting the creation of additional jobs 
through entrepreneurial activity in addition 
to the jobs they fill within their business; 
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Whereas immigrants are more likely to 

have advanced degrees than native-born peo-
ple of the United States; 

Whereas more than 1,000,000 international 
students are enrolled in colleges and univer-
sities across the United States, comprising 
about 5 percent of the total higher education 
population and helping make the United 
States the global leader in higher education; 

Whereas approximately 100,000 inter-
national students each year would hope to 
stay and work in the United States, if an im-
migration option were available to them; 

Whereas the immigration system of the 
United States has not been meaningfully up-
dated in nearly 30 years and is now outdated 
and overburdened, turning away highly 
skilled workers and international student 
graduates and putting the global leadership 
of the United States at risk; 

Whereas allowing international student 
graduates interested in remaining in the 
United States to secure a permanent immi-
gration status would expand the economy by 
$233,000,000,000 during the next decade and 
would help reduce STEM-related talent 
shortages by 25 percent; 

Whereas national security experts agree 
that it is essential for the United States to 
maintain its military exceptionalism by 
being the leader in advanced technologies 
such as artificial intelligence, cyber, quan-
tum, robotics, directed energy, and 
hypersonic weapons, which are all STEM 
fields where immigrants fill dangerous labor 
shortages in the United States; 

Whereas, due to population aging and 
longer life expectancy of the population in 
the United States requiring an increase in 
health care workers, immigrants are ex-
pected to fill a crucial need in the future 
health care system of the United States es-
sential to keeping the people of the United 
States healthy; 

Whereas, if undocumented individuals who 
came to the United States as children (com-
monly referred to as ‘‘Dreamers’’) alone were 
provided a pathway to citizenship, they 
would contribute approximately 
$799,000,000,000 to the economy of the United 
States during the next 10 years; 

Whereas future population growth in the 
United States will require increased immi-
gration, and by increasing immigration sub-
stantially, will keep the United States eco-
nomically competitive with China and other 
global economies and reduce future fiscal 
imbalances for popular programs like pro-
grams under the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 301 et seq.); 

Whereas significantly increasing annual 
immigration levels would double the size of 
the United States economy by 2050, dramati-
cally lower the ratio of working-age individ-
uals to senior-age individuals, and increase 
the average income for workers in the 
United States; 

Whereas President Joseph R. Biden, Jr., 
most recently honored the accomplishments, 
contributions, and sacrifices of immigrants 
by proclaiming June 2022 to be ‘‘Immigrant 
Heritage Month’’ and by asking all people of 
the United States to observe June 2022 with 
appropriate programming and activities to 
remind individuals of the values of diversity, 
equity, and inclusion; and 

Whereas continued integration of immi-
grants from around the world in a manner 
that encourages and facilitates a pathway to 
citizenship, economic and social mobility, 
and civic engagement will perpetuate the 
prosperity of the United States and reinforce 
the patriotism all people of the United 
States feel for the United States, no matter 
the color of skin, country of origin, or reli-
gious background of the individual: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes June 2022 as ‘‘Immigrant 
Heritage Month’’ in honor of the contribu-
tions immigrants and their children have 
made to the United States throughout its 
history; 

(2) pledges to celebrate immigrant con-
tributions to, and immigrant heritages in, 
each State; 

(3) welcomes immigrants presently in the 
United States and individuals seeking to im-
migrate to the United States to contribute 
to the health, safety, diversity, and pros-
perity of the United States by finding their 
place in the vibrant, multiethnic, and inte-
grated society of the United States; 

(4) encourages the people of the United 
States to work with their immigrant neigh-
bors and colleagues to advance the current 
and future well-being of the United States; 
and 

(5) commits to working with fellow Mem-
bers of Congress, the executive agencies that 
administer immigration laws and policies, 
and the President to promote smart and just 
immigration policy for immigrants presently 
in the United States, their families, and indi-
viduals seeking to immigrate to the United 
States in the future. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 679—COM-
MEMORATING JUNE 19, 2022, AS 
‘‘JUNETEENTH NATIONAL INDE-
PENDENCE DAY’’ IN RECOGNI-
TION OF JUNE 19, 1865, THE DATE 
ON WHICH NEWS OF THE END OF 
SLAVERY REACHED THE SLAVES 
IN THE SOUTHWESTERN STATES 

Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. WICKER, Ms. ROSEN, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. 
CARPER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
CRUZ, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Mr. HAGERTY, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. HOEVEN, 
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KING, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. MURKOWSKI, 
Mr. PADILLA, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. REED, 
Mr. RISCH, Mr. RUBIO, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mr. THUNE, Mr. SCOTT of South Caro-
lina, Ms. SMITH, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. YOUNG, 
Mr. DURBIN, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. KELLY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. KAINE, Mr. LUJÁN, and 
Mr. OSSOFF) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 679 

Whereas news of the end of slavery did not 
reach the frontier areas of the United States, 
in particular the State of Texas and the 
other Southwestern States, until months 
after the conclusion of the Civil War, more 
than 21⁄2 years after President Abraham Lin-
coln issued the Emancipation Proclamation 
on January 1, 1863; 

Whereas, on June 19, 1865, Union soldiers, 
led by Major General Gordon Granger, ar-
rived in Galveston, Texas, with news that 
the Civil War had ended and the enslaved 
were free; 

Whereas African Americans who had been 
slaves in the Southwest celebrated June 19, 
commonly known as ‘‘Juneteenth National 
Independence Day’’, as inspiration and en-
couragement for future generations; 

Whereas African Americans from the 
Southwest have continued the tradition of 
observing Juneteenth National Independence 
Day for more than 150 years; 

Whereas Juneteenth National Independ-
ence Day began as a holiday in the State of 
Texas and is now a Federal holiday and cele-
brated by individuals in the United States 
from many walks of life as a special day of 
observance in recognition of the emanci-
pation of all slaves in the United States; 

Whereas Juneteenth National Independ-
ence Day celebrations have been held to 
honor African-American freedom while en-
couraging self-development and respect for 
all cultures; 

Whereas the faith and strength of char-
acter demonstrated by former slaves and the 
descendants of former slaves remain an ex-
ample for all people of the United States, re-
gardless of background, religion, or race; 

Whereas slavery was not officially abol-
ished until the ratification of the 13th 
Amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States in December 1865; and 

Whereas, over the course of its history, the 
United States has grown into a symbol of de-
mocracy and freedom around the world: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commemorates June 19, 2022, as 

‘‘Juneteenth National Independence Day’’; 
(2) recognizes the historical significance of 

Juneteenth National Independence Day to 
the United States; 

(3) supports the continued nationwide cele-
bration of Juneteenth National Independence 
Day to provide an opportunity for the people 
of the United States to learn more about the 
past and to better understand the experi-
ences that have shaped the United States; 
and 

(4) recognizes that the observance of the 
end of slavery is part of the history and her-
itage of the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 680—DESIG-
NATING JUNE 2022 AS ‘‘NATIONAL 
CYBERSECURITY EDUCATION 
MONTH’’ 

Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Ms. 
ROSEN) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 680 

Whereas recent cyberattacks and 
vulnerabilities present cybersecurity risks 
to individuals and organizations and increase 
the urgency to grow and sustain a knowl-
edgeable and skilled cybersecurity workforce 
in both the public and private sectors; 

Whereas, according to CyberSeek.org, as of 
June 2022, there are 714,548 open jobs in cy-
bersecurity in the United States and 1,091,576 
individuals in the cybersecurity workforce; 

Whereas a 2017 report entitled ‘‘Supporting 
the Growth and Sustainment of the Nation’s 
Cybersecurity Workforce: Building the Foun-
dation for a More Secure American Future’’, 
transmitted by the Secretary of Commerce 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
proposed a vision to ‘‘prepare, grow, and sus-
tain a cybersecurity workforce that safe-
guards and promotes America’s national se-
curity and economic prosperity’’; 

Whereas expanding cybersecurity edu-
cation opportunities is important in order to 
address the cybersecurity workforce short-
age and prepare the United States for ongo-
ing and future national security threats; 

Whereas cybersecurity education can— 
(1) provide learning and career opportuni-

ties for students across the United States in 
kindergarten through grade 12; and 

(2) bolster the capacity of the domestic 
workforce to defend the United States and 
secure the economy of the United States; 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2975 June 15, 2022 
Whereas, in 2021, Congress authorized, as 

part of the William M. (Mac) Thornberry Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2021 (Public Law 116–283), the Cyberse-
curity Education Training Assistance Pro-
gram (commonly known as ‘‘CETAP’’), a De-
partment of Homeland Security initiative to 
provide cybersecurity career awareness, cur-
ricular resources, and professional develop-
ment to elementary and secondary schools; 

Whereas CYBER.ORG, a grantee of 
CETAP, has introduced cybersecurity con-
cepts to more than 3,400,000 students and pro-
vided resources to more than 25,000 K-12 edu-
cators in all 50 States and 4 United States 
territories; 

Whereas the mission of the National Initia-
tive for Cybersecurity Education (commonly 
known as ‘‘NICE)’’ is ‘‘to energize, promote, 
and coordinate a robust community working 
together to advance an integrated ecosystem 
of cybersecurity education, training, and 
workforce development’’; 

Whereas cybersecurity education is sup-
ported through multiple Federal programs 
and other related efforts, including— 

(1) the NICE Community Coordinating 
Council; 

(2) the Advanced Technological Education 
program administered by the National 
Science Foundation; 

(3) the CyberCorps: Scholarship for Service 
Program administered by the National 
Science Foundation, in collaboration with 
the Office of Personnel Management and the 
Department of Homeland Security; 

(4) the DoD Cybersecurity Scholarship Pro-
gram administered by the Department of De-
fense; 

(5) the Cybersecurity Talent Initiative ad-
ministered by the Partnership for Public 
Service; 

(6) the National Centers of Academic Ex-
cellence in Cybersecurity administered by 
the National Security Agency; 

(7) the Presidential Cybersecurity Edu-
cation Award; 

(8) Career Technical Education (CTE) 
CyberNet local academies administered by 
the Office of Career, Technical, and Adult 
Education of the Department of Education; 

(9) the GenCyber Program administered by 
the National Security Agency, in collabora-
tion with the National Science Foundation; 

(10) widely used resources, including 
CareerOneStop, Occupational Outlook Hand-
book, and O*NET OnLine administered by 
the Department of Labor; and 

(11) the Registered Apprenticeship Pro-
gram administered by the Office of Appren-
ticeship of the Department of Labor; and 

Whereas ensuring access to cybersecurity 
education for all students in the United 
States regardless of race, ethnicity, socio-
economic status, sex, or geographic location 
will expand opportunities for high-earning 
jobs in high-demand fields: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates June 2022 as ‘‘National Cy-

bersecurity Education Month’’; 
(2) invites individuals and organizations in 

the United States— 
(A) to recognize the essential role of cyber-

security education; and 
(B) to support Federal, State, and local 

educational efforts; 
(3) encourages educational and training in-

stitutions to increase the understanding and 
awareness of cybersecurity education at such 
institutions; and 

(4) commits to— 
(A) raising awareness about cybersecurity 

education; and 
(B) taking legislative action in support of 

cybersecurity education to effectively build 
and sustain a skilled cybersecurity work-
force. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 681—RECOG-
NIZING THE SERVICE OF THE 
LOS ANGELES-CLASS ATTACK 
SUBMARINE THE USS OKLAHOMA 
CITY AND THE CREWS OF THE 
USS OKLAHOMA CITY, WHO 
SERVED THE UNITED STATES 
WITH VALOR AND BRAVERY 
Mr. LANKFORD (for himself and Mr. 

INHOFE) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 681 

Whereas the USS Oklahoma City is a nu-
clear-powered fast attack submarine named 
after Oklahoma City, the capital and most 
populous city in Oklahoma, and is the second 
ship in the history of the Navy to bear that 
name; 

Whereas the motto of the USS Oklahoma 
City is ‘‘The Sooner, The Better’’, which is a 
testament to both the spirit of the people of 
Oklahoma City and the readiness of the 140- 
person crew of the USS Oklahoma City; 

Whereas the USS Oklahoma City was 
christened and launched on November 2, 1985, 
sponsored by Linda M. Nickles, and was com-
missioned for service on July 9, 1988, with 
Commander Kevin John Reardon as the first 
commanding officer of the submarine; 

Whereas, since the commissioning of the 
USS Oklahoma City, the USS Oklahoma 
City has traveled around the globe multiple 
times and has served in the Mediterranean, 
the Persian Gulf, the Pacific, and, most re-
cently, Apra Harbor, Guam; 

Whereas, in the aftermath of the April 19, 
1995, bombing of the Alfred P. Murrah Fed-
eral Building in Oklahoma City, the crew of 
the USS Oklahoma City donated blood in 
support of the victims of the deadliest act of 
homegrown terrorism in the history of the 
United States, which resulted in the deaths 
of 168 individuals; 

Whereas the USS Oklahoma City was the 
first Navy submarine to transition from 
navigation using paper charts to an all-elec-
tronic navigation suite; 

Whereas, on Friday, May 20, 2022, the inac-
tivation ceremony for the USS Oklahoma 
City was held in Puget Sound Naval Ship-
yard to honor nearly 34 years of service; and 

Whereas, throughout the career of the USS 
Oklahoma City, the USS Oklahoma City sup-
ported a range of missions, including anti- 
surface warfare, anti-submarine warfare, tar-
geted strike missions, and intelligence, sur-
veillance, and reconnaissance missions: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes the 
service of the Los Angeles-class attack sub-
marine the USS Oklahoma City and the crew 
of the USS Oklahoma City, who served the 
United States with valor and bravery. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 5097. Mr. KELLY (for Mr. WARNER (for 
himself, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. RUBIO, and Ms. 
SMITH)) proposed an amendment to the bill 
S. 1098, to amend the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 to authorize borrowers to separate 
joint consolidation loans. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 
SA 5097. Mr. KELLY (for Mr. WARNER 

(for himself, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. RUBIO, 
and Ms. SMITH)) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1098, to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to author-
ize borrowers to separate joint consoli-
dation loans; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Joint Con-
solidation Loan Separation Act’’. 
SEC. 2. SEPARATING JOINT CONSOLIDATION 

LOANS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 455(g) of the 

Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1087e(g)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘A borrower’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A borrower’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SEPARATING JOINT CONSOLIDATION 

LOANS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION.—A married couple, or 

2 individuals who were previously a married 
couple, and who received a joint consolida-
tion loan as such married couple under sub-
paragraph (C) of section 428C(a)(3) (as such 
subparagraph was in effect on June 30, 2006), 
may apply to the Secretary, in accordance 
with subparagraph (C) of this paragraph, for 
each individual borrower in the married cou-
ple (or previously married couple) to receive 
a separate Federal Direct Consolidation 
Loan under this part. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBILITY FOR BORROWERS IN DE-
FAULT.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, a married couple, or 2 indi-
viduals who were previously a married cou-
ple, who are in default on a joint consolida-
tion loan may be eligible to receive a sepa-
rate Federal Direct Consolidation Loan 
under this part in accordance with this para-
graph. 

‘‘(B) SECRETARIAL REQUIREMENTS.—Not-
withstanding section 428C(a)(3)(A) or any 
other provision of law, for each individual 
borrower who applies under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) make a separate Federal Direct Con-
solidation Loan under this part that— 

‘‘(I) shall be for an amount equal to the 
product of— 

‘‘(aa) the unpaid principal and accrued un-
paid interest of the joint consolidation loan 
(as of the date that is the day before such 
separate consolidation loan is made) and any 
outstanding charges and fees with respect to 
such loan; and 

‘‘(bb) the percentage of the joint consolida-
tion loan attributable to the loans of the in-
dividual borrower for whom such separate 
consolidation loan is being made, as deter-
mined— 

‘‘(AA) on the basis of the loan obligations 
of such borrower with respect to such joint 
consolidation loan (as of the date such joint 
consolidation loan was made); or 

‘‘(BB) in the case in which both borrowers 
request, on the basis of proportions outlined 
in a divorce decree, court order, or settle-
ment agreement; and 

‘‘(II) has the same rate of interest as the 
joint consolidation loan (as of the date that 
is the day before such separate consolidation 
loan is made); and 

‘‘(ii) in a timely manner, notify each indi-
vidual borrower that the joint consolidation 
loan had been repaid and of the terms and 
conditions of their new loans. 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION FOR SEPARATE DIRECT 
CONSOLIDATION LOAN.— 

‘‘(i) JOINT APPLICATION.—Except as pro-
vided in clause (ii), to receive separate con-
solidation loans under this part, both indi-
vidual borrowers in a married couple (or pre-
viously married couple) shall jointly apply 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(ii) SEPARATE APPLICATION.—An indi-
vidual borrower in a married couple (or pre-
viously married couple) may apply for a sep-
arate consolidation loan under subparagraph 
(A) separately and without regard to wheth-
er or when the other individual borrower in 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2976 June 15, 2022 
the married couple (or previously married 
couple) applies under subparagraph (A), in a 
case in which— 

‘‘(I) the individual borrower certifies to the 
Secretary that such borrower— 

‘‘(aa) has experienced an act of domestic 
violence (as defined in section 40002 of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (34 
U.S.C. 12291) from the other individual bor-
rower; 

‘‘(bb) has experienced economic abuse (as 
defined in section 40002 of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12291) 
from the other individual borrower; or 

‘‘(cc) is unable to reasonably reach or ac-
cess the loan information of the other indi-
vidual borrower; or 

‘‘(II) the Secretary determines that au-
thorizing each individual borrower to apply 
separately under subparagraph (A) would be 
in the best fiscal interests of the Federal 
Government. 

‘‘(iii) REMAINING OBLIGATION FROM SEPA-
RATE APPLICATION.—In the case of an indi-
vidual borrower who receives a separate con-
solidation loan due to the circumstances de-
scribed in clause (ii), the other non-applying 
individual borrower shall become solely lia-
ble for the remaining balance of the joint 
consolidation loan.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
428C(a)(3)(B)(i)(V) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1078–3(3)(B)(i)(V)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of item (bb); 
(2) by striking the period at the end of 

item (cc) and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(dd) for the purpose of separating a joint 

consolidation loan into 2 separate Federal 
Direct Consolidation Loans under section 
455(g)(2).’’. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I have 
seven requests for committees to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. 
They have the approval of the Majority 
and Minority Leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
The Committee on Armed Services is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, June 15, 
2022, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a closed 
business meeting. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

The Committee on Environment and 
Public Works is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Wednesday, June 15, 2022, at 10 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, June 
15, 2022, at 10:30 a.m., to conduct a clas-
sified briefing. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, June 15, 
2022, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 

of the Senate on Wednesday, June 15, 
2022, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
The Select Committee on Intel-

ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, June 15, 2022, at 2:30 p.m., to con-
duct a closed briefing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE, 
CUSTOMS, AND GLOBAL COMPETITIVENESS 

The Subcommittee on International 
Trade, Customs, and Global Competi-
tiveness of the Committee on Finance 
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, June 
15, 2022, at 3 p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

f 

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF 
THE SENATE 

JUNE 15, 2022. 
Hon. KAMALA HARRIS, 
President of the United States Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM: I have the honor to submit a full 
and complete statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of the Senate, showing in detail 
the items of expense under proper appropria-
tions, the aggregate thereof, and exhibiting 
the exact condition of all public moneys re-
ceived, paid out, and remaining in my pos-
session from October 1, 2021 to March 31, 2022, 
in compliance with Section 105 of Public Law 
88–454, approved August 20, 1964, as amended. 

Sincerely, 
SONCERIA A. BERRY, 

Secretary of the Senate. 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, JUNE 16, 
2022 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10 a.m. on Thursday, June 
16; and that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and morning business be 
closed; that upon the conclusion of 
morning business, the Senate resume 
consideration of Calendar No. 388, H.R. 
3967, postcloture; further, that all time 
during adjournment, recess, morning 
business, and leader remarks count 
postcloture, and that all time be con-
sidered expired at 11:15 a.m.; further, 
that upon disposition of H.R. 3967, the 
Senate vote on the motions to invoke 
cloture on the Alba and Boyle nomina-
tions, and that if cloture is invoked on 
either nomination, all postcloture time 
be expired and the confirmation votes 
occur at a time to be determined by 
the majority leader or his designee, in 
consultation with the Republican lead-
er. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it stand adjourned under the previous 
order, following the remarks of Sen-
ators SULLIVAN and LANKFORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Alaska. 
f 

HONORING OUR PACT ACT OF 2021 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I am 

going to talk a little bit about the bill 
that we have been debating here all 
week on the Senate floor, the Sergeant 
First Class Heath Robinson Honoring 
our PACT Act of 2022. 

Now, it is a very important bill. It is 
named after Sergeant First Class Rob-
inson, an Ohio National Guard soldier 
who died in 2022 as a result of service- 
connected toxic exposure. 

This bill that we are going to be vot-
ing for final passage on tomorrow 
would deliver immediate access to 
healthcare for toxic-exposed veterans, 
direct the VA to evaluate diseases for 
presumption of service connection, and 
streamline the process for toxic-ex-
posed veterans seeking disability com-
pensation for their illness that they 
gained while serving overseas defend-
ing our Nation. 

I have supported the intent of this 
bill for years, and I intend to vote in 
favor of this bill tomorrow when it 
comes up for final passage. 

There is nothing, in my mind, that is 
more important than taking care of 
our veterans, but I do want to raise 
some concerns about how we got to 
this point, the process of this bill, 
which, in my view, undermined the 
likelihood of this massive new program 
being implemented in a way that bene-
fits all American veterans so we can 
take care of all American veterans. 

Let me explain. Since my time here 
in the Senate, I have focused on these 
issues. I serve on the Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee that was responsible, in 
large measure, for many aspects of this 
bill. I serve on the Armed Services 
Committee. I still serve in the military 
myself, in the Marine Corps Reserves, 
and I am honored to represent the 
State in our great Nation, Alaska, that 
has more veterans per capita than any 
State in the country. 

So veterans and military affairs and 
their families have been a core focus of 
mine since I arrived in the Senate in 
2015. And in particular, I have been fo-
cused on this issue of toxic exposure of 
our service men and women during 
wartime. In fact, one of my commit-
ments as a candidate for the U.S. Sen-
ate in 2014 was to work to ensure pas-
sage of the Blue Water Navy Vietnam 
Veterans Act, which I cosponsored 
when I got here and was signed into 
law in 2019. 

That was an outstanding commit-
ment to our Vietnam veterans exposed 
to Agent Orange during their time, but 
it was belatedly fulfilled—years, even 
decades, after their service in Vietnam. 

And I took lessons from that. As a 
matter of fact, I think many Senators 
took lessons from that, that when the 
next generation of veterans served 
overseas and were exposed to toxins 
during their service, that we needed to 
act. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2977 June 15, 2022 
So that is what I have done in my ca-

reer here. I have worked, taking the 
Vietnam veteran experience, particu-
larly with Agent Orange, to make sure 
we don’t repeat that—the mistakes of 
Agent Orange where those exposed to 
toxic substances overseas during their 
service and later came down with dis-
eases and suffered, that we needed to 
take care of them. 

We know that toxic exposure during 
military service can add serious com-
plications to a veteran’s health, years 
and even decades after their service has 
concluded. 

And there is science that can cor-
relate certain diseases and symptoms 
to exposure. That is the model that we 
want. Veterans suffering from poten-
tial exposure understand too well that 
getting the VA to even recognize and 
concede exposure can remain a chal-
lenging bureaucratic and incredibly 
frustrating process that leads to deni-
als often from the bureaucracy. 

So early in my time here, I have been 
a relentless advocate on these issues. I 
will give you a few examples. 

I introduced with Senator MANCHIN 
of West Virginia the Veterans Burn 
Pits Exposure Recognition Act, which 
was previously passed out of com-
mittee in the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee and enjoys broad bipartisan 
support. Close to half of the Senate— 
Democrats and Republicans—was co-
sponsors of our bill, and almost all of 
the Senate Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee were. 

This bill would recognize and concede 
exposure to toxic substances for those 
veterans who were deployed in areas 
where burn pits were in use: in Iraq, in 
Afghanistan, in Uzbekistan—all of 
these different areas and more. 

This bill would do away with the pa-
perwork that made it almost impos-
sible to prove exposure by these vet-
erans. It put the onus on the VA and 
that bureaucracy. 

When crafting this bill with Senator 
MANCHIN, our offices worked exten-
sively with the Senate Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee and many of the vet-
erans service organizations, particu-
larly the Disabled American Veterans 
organization; and we worked with the 
VA on the language to make sure we 
were not getting ahead of the science, 
making sure that what was exposed 
and what were the diseases connect 
with science—not always easy, but the 
VA does have expertise in that area. 

I then cosponsored with Senator 
BLUMENTHAL the K2 Veterans Advocacy 
Act. This bill moved the needle on 
three things that are known systemati-
cally now: that toxic substances at the 
base that we call K2 in Uzbekistan, the 
medical conditions that K2 veterans 
have—and they are serious; something 
really bad was going on at the K2 base 
in Uzbekistan—and the links between 
the two. 

Now, we worked with the Trump 
White House before President Trump 
left office in 2020, before our bill passed 
here on the Senate floor, to get them 

to issue an Executive order for the VA 
to essentially do those things for K2 
veterans. 

I introduced and had passed the bi-
partisan Burn Pits Accountability Act 
with Senator KLOBUCHAR, which directs 
the Pentagon to include empirical 
health assessments and evaluation of 
whether a servicemember has been ex-
posed to open burn pits or toxic air-
borne chemicals in their deployments. 
This bill was included in the fiscal year 
2020 National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

And I sponsored the Pandemic Care 
For Burn Pits Exposure Act of 2020 to 
ensure that servicemembers and vet-
erans with previous exposure to burn 
pits received the care they needed dur-
ing the COVID–19 pandemic. 

I am listing these bills and the work 
and time and the bipartisan nature of 
them because on the Veterans Affairs’ 
Committee there has been no issue I 
have been more focused on. 

We are going to take the lessons from 
Vietnam, Agent Orange, and not say: 
You are going to wait three or four or 
five decades while you die of cancer. 

And I am committed to this issue, 
and I have been. But I am also com-
mitted to passing legislation that is 
worthy of all veterans that we are serv-
ing. So I have had some reservations 
about the current bill and the process 
by which it has come to the Senate 
floor, because the process has thwarted 
opportunities to make this a better 
bill, to make it serve our veterans in a 
better, holistic way. 

And, again, this is an issue I have 
been focused on since my first days in 
the U.S. Senate. 

So what are the issues? 
Well, as I mentioned, some of the 

things in there—a lot of the things in 
this bill are very necessary. The bill 
that I just mentioned that I cospon-
sored with Senator MANCHIN, the Vet-
erans Burn Pits Exposure Recognition 
Act, was incorporated into the PACT 
Act that we will be voting on tomor-
row, the Sergeant Robinson Honoring 
our PACT Act. 

In fact, many bipartisan bills from 
the Veterans’ Affairs Committee were 
included in this bill that we are going 
to be voting on tomorrow. 

But ultimately, what we had going 
on in the Veterans’ Affairs Committee 
was an agreement that when we 
brought this big bill—and it is big—to 
the Senate floor, we would have the 
ability to bring amendments to try to 
improve it, to try to make it better for 
all veterans in the entire VA system, a 
system that we know has challenges 
implementing sweeping mandates from 
Congress. 

This is a sweeping mandate from 
Congress that we are voting on. As I 
mentioned, the issue of toxic exposure, 
which I have been focused on since my 
first year here in the U.S. Senate, has 
always been a bipartisan bill. Four 
bills I just mentioned that I have led 
on have all had Democratic cosponsors 
leading with me as well. But what hap-

pened this week and last week was the 
bipartisan nature of trying to tackle 
one of the biggest issues facing our vet-
erans was shut down. For whatever rea-
son, and I don’t know why—somebody 
should ask the majority leader—all the 
amendments that we were going to 
bring to the floor to make this bill bet-
ter were shut down. We have not had 
one amendment on this comprehensive 
bill, and, like I said, a number of us 
have been focused on this issue for 
years. 

What were we trying to do with these 
amendments? We are trying to make 
this a better bill. Bring your ideas to 
the floor, debate them, vote on them. 
Why wouldn’t we want to do that? Why 
wouldn’t we want to do that? Don’t we 
owe it to all of our veterans to do that? 

My primary concern, as I have men-
tioned, is making sure that not just 
the constituency impacted by this leg-
islation, which we need—those exposed 
to toxic exposure primarily from burn 
pits are taken care of—but that the 
whole VA system remains robust and 
strong. And I think some of the amend-
ments—I know some of the amend-
ments that we were going to bring—as 
a matter of fact, on the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee there was a commit-
ment to make sure we were bringing 
these amendments to the floor—would 
have made this bill better. 

What are the biggest concerns? Well, 
I pressed the Secretary of the VA just 
yesterday in his testimony before the 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee on one of 
the biggest concerns I have and one of 
the biggest concerns many Senators 
have and one of the biggest concerns 
our Veterans’ Affairs Committee has, 
and it is this: This bill that I will be 
supporting tomorrow is estimated to 
bring an additional 2.5 million claims 
to the VA—2.5 million. 

My question to the Secretary was 
simple but really important: Mr. Sec-
retary, is the VA system ready to ab-
sorb the roughly 21⁄2 million additional 
claims that are likely to be generated 
in the next 3 years by the PACT Act? 
Are you ready? 

We have some ideas and amendments 
that we think can make it ready. But 
again, for whatever reason, the major-
ity leader didn’t want to hear about 
those. 

In an already stretched VA, with a 
huge backlog already and challenges as 
we speak, the Secretary testified about 
them yesterday, about hiring qualified 
medical personnel across the country 
but especially in my State, in Alaska. 
The concern that I raised with the Sec-
retary yesterday, the concern that we 
are trying to address with the amend-
ment process here on the Senate floor 
is this: When you bring that many into 
a system that is not ready, you can 
collapse the whole system. You can 
collapse the whole system. 

And then every veteran loses. A 
young marine with his legs amputated 
after an IED explosion in Afghanistan 
who needs help, he is going to be de-
layed. A Vietnam veteran who needs 
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care, he is going to be delayed. A Gulf 
war veteran, she is going to be delayed. 
If you are collapsing the whole system, 
every veteran loses. Every veteran 
loses. 

Now, I have actually seen this in my 
State. And I know the Presiding Offi-
cer’s State has had some challenges 
with the VA. Several years ago, I held 
a field hearing in Arizona on some of 
the challenges in the VA, but I have 
seen the system collapse in Alaska. In 
2015, my first year in the U.S. Senate, 
due to legislation that had been passed 
the year before, we essentially had the 
system in Alaska collapse. Somehow, 
some way, legislation and ideas from 
the VA thought it was really smart to 
remove the ability to actually make 
appointments for veterans in Alaska 
not by officials from the VA who live 
in Alaska but somewhere in the lower 
48—I think it was Louisiana or some-
where—not a good idea. The whole sys-
tem cratered. I have seen it. And no 
veteran benefits. No one benefits. 

In my first year here in 2015, it was 
my No. 1 priority to get the VA to fix 
the broken system in Alaska, and we 
have made huge progress. But I have 
seen it firsthand. When a system that 
is supposed to take care of veterans 
craters, of course, every veteran suf-
fers. 

So we don’t want that to happen with 
the implementation of this important 
bill. And the Secretary of the VA as-
sured me, assured Senator TILLIS in 
questioning yesterday, that this won’t 
happen, that the system won’t be over-
burdened, that they are prepared for 
this. 

Well, I hope he is right. I have my 
doubts, but I hope he is right. 

But here is the point: A bipartisan 
amendment process, particularly from 
Senators—I will give you one example. 
Senator MORAN, ranking member on 
Veterans’ Affairs, has been working 
this issue like me for years. Particu-
larly from Senators who actually know 
the issue, a bipartisan amendment 
process would have helped ensure that 
this possibility would be much less. 

I will give you a couple of examples 
of what, for whatever reason, the ma-
jority leader didn’t want to bring up on 
this important legislation. We had 
amendments to make sure that the VA 
didn’t get ahead of the science. You 
need to connect the science and expo-
sure to the disease. That is simple. 
That is what is expected—it is not sim-
ple. It is a complicated process, but it 
is just the rigor of a bill that you want 
to make sure that those who are ex-
posed and sick and with a disease are 
the ones who get the care. 

Right now, in this bill, there are 23 
respiratory illnesses and cancers that 
will be added to the list of presumptive 
ailments that will allow a veteran to 
be diagnosed with toxic exposure and 
qualify for benefits and any other dis-
ease the Secretary of the VA deter-
mines is warranted based on a positive 
association with certain substances, 
chemicals, or airborne hazards. Some 

of those 23 presumptives, as we are 
calling them, are based on science. 
Some aren’t. I have asked the VA; I 
have asked the Secretary: Hey, where 
did we get these 23? The answer, I am 
still waiting for. 

That is what the amendment process 
is for, to make sure this bill has rigor 
to take care of all veterans. 

Let me mention another amendment 
offered by Senator MORAN, an amend-
ment that he was promised to get a 
floor vote on that didn’t happen and I 
think would have made the bill strong-
er. It would have preserved the Trump- 
era gains on community care access 
standards and, importantly, serve as a 
relief valve for veterans to receive care 
as millions are going to be added into 
the system. So, again, if you have 21⁄2 
million additional claims and the VA is 
overwhelmed and now there is a giant 
backlog for everybody, this amend-
ment would have said: Well, the vet-
erans in the system can go out and get 
community care. That is a good idea. It 
is actually how it works in Alaska be-
cause we don’t have a full-service VA 
hospital, one of only three States in 
the country. But that is a really smart 
idea, a safety valve. If the system looks 
like it is going to crater because it is 
overwhelmed, hey, let some doctors in 
town help the veterans. We couldn’t 
bring that amendment up. 

So I pressed the VA Secretary on this 
because I have seen it when a system 
collapses, and my veterans were really 
hurt in Alaska when it did—the VA 
system in my State. And I am going to 
take his word for it now that the VA 
can handle 21⁄2 million more claims in 
the next 3 years. But I am going to be 
watching like a hawk—watching like a 
hawk in my oversight role. Like I said, 
there is nothing I care more about than 
our veterans, our military, and their 
family members. We had the oppor-
tunity on an important bill that I will 
be supporting to make it better. And 
we sat in the Senate all week and 
didn’t bring up one amendment to even 
try. 

The Secretary is assuring us. OK. All 
good. Good to go. Well, some of us had 
ideas to make sure it would have been 
better to go. We couldn’t bring them 
up. 

I hope there aren’t problems with 
this implementation. If the system is 
in danger of collapsing as a result of 
this bill, I hope that whoever is major-
ity leader at that time—2, 3, 4 years 
from now—understands that the care 
for all veterans is what the VA is all 
about, and I hope if we need it, we will 
have the opportunity to bring good 
ideas to the Senate floor to fix these 
kind of things because veterans are not 
a partisan issue in the Senate. They 
are not. I have seen it my whole career 
here. I sit on the committee. I sit on 
the Armed Services Committee. But 
for whatever reason, our ability, in a 
bipartisan way, to try to improve this 
bill that we are going to vote on to-
morrow was not granted to other Sen-
ators. And I think that was a missed 

opportunity because I think we would 
have made this a better bill. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

KELLY). The Senator from Oklahoma. 
f 

INFLATION 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I 
want to give today’s reality check. The 
Federal Reserve today raised interest 
rates 75 basis points—three-quarters of 
a point—with a statement they may 
come back and do that again in an-
other month. 

A point and a half in 2 months is a 
pretty dramatic effect. It is going to be 
a situation where many people, 40 and 
younger, are about to face interest 
rates they have never faced in their 
lifetime. The cost of buying a car that 
is already high is about to get higher. 
The cost of buying a home that is al-
ready really high is about to get much 
higher. 

Inflation is now at 8.6 percent. A lot 
of people are beginning to feel what 
that really means. This is not some 
strange anomaly. This is inflation over 
the last decade. It has bounced around 
about the same level, basically, for a 
decade until right there—March of 
2021—and then it just skyrockets at 
that point. 

This is the reality that we are facing 
at this point. What does inflation real-
ly look like when you say it is 8.6 per-
cent? Well, people know what that feels 
like. The cost of eggs has gone up 32 
percent in the past year—32 percent for 
eggs. The cost of milk is up 16 percent; 
the cost of butter, also 16 percent; the 
cost of coffee, 15 percent; the cost of 
baby formula, if you can find it, is up 
13 percent. 

And gas prices? Oh, hello. Gas 
prices—that really has had an effect. 
This is gas prices since January of 2017. 
Again, we look, and it stays about the 
same until January of 2021. I wonder 
what happened then. 

And then look at this. 
Then, with the conversation about 

gas prices that, per the administration 
lately, has been about, ‘‘Well, it is all 
Putin’s fault,’’ well, here are the rising 
gas prices since President Biden’s inau-
guration—right there—and right there 
is the war that began in Russia. So this 
little increase right here is the part 
that is actually there. 

This is our consumer price inflation. 
This is on gas prices. It is the same 
thing. To be able to see this flat line on 
gas prices, that spike—that is the inva-
sion of Ukraine happening right 
there—and to be able to see what has 
been added onto it since then. So this 
is not just about the invasion in 
Ukraine. This has been ongoing since 
late January 2021. 

The challenge now is, Is this some-
thing intentional or is this something 
accidental? Quite frankly, I think it is 
a bit of both. 

We all remember very well this mo-
ment during the Presidential cam-
paign. It was when President Biden was 
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campaigning, and he walked over to a 
young lady on the campaign stop and 
said: 

[L]ook in my eyes. I guarantee you . . . we 
are going to end fossil fuel. 

I guarantee you. 

That was this moment that happened 
here. 

This was not something totally acci-
dental. It was a drive to say, We have 
got to shift to solar; we have got to 
shift to wind; we have got to shift to 
hydro; we have got to shift to other 
things; we are going to get rid of fossil 
fuels; and we are going to accelerate 
that as fast as possible. 

I have to tell you that I live in a 
State in which we use a lot of wind 
power. We use a lot of solar power. We 
use hydropower. We have a very diverse 
energy portfolio. But right now, the 
people in my State are paying much 
higher prices for gasoline, much higher 
prices for natural gas, and much higher 
prices for electricity because the poli-
cies that have been put in place are 
driving up the costs, and people feel it. 

This is what it looks like at this 
point. This is the last 24 months of re-
tail average prices—right there, Janu-
ary 2021—and then to be able to see 
what is happening with prices all over 
the country. 

Now, the administration’s response, 
just in the past couple of weeks, has 
been this statement. 

President Biden has said: 
My administration will continue to do ev-

erything it can to lower prices for the Amer-
ican people. 

I love the words ‘‘continue to do’’ in 
there. They are going to continue to do 
everything that they can. They are 
going to keep doing these things that 
clearly have driven up prices over-
whelmingly for the American people. 

It was, let’s say, Putin’s fault. It has 
been the oil companies’ fault. It has 
been the refineries’ fault. That is the 
new one that he actually just put out 
in the last 24 hours—that it is all the 
fault of the refineries that are just tak-
ing in too much profit. 

The challenge has been an ongoing 
attack on American energy from the 
very beginning. Literally, on day 1, 
when President Biden canceled the 
Keystone Pipeline, he started his proc-
ess of fulfilling his promise that he 
made during the campaign: ‘‘I guar-
antee you I am going to end fossil 
fuels.’’ So day 1 was canceling the Key-
stone Pipeline and getting crude oil 
from Canada—about 800,000 barrels a 
day. What he didn’t announce on this 
day is that we still have to have that 
same 800,000 barrels a day from some-
where because it is heavy crude. We 
purchase some of our heavy crude from 
other places, so we still have to get it. 
His announcement, though, on day 1 
was, We are not going to get it from 
Canada. 

What people don’t realize is that this 
announcement on day 1 was, We are 
not going to get it from Canada. We are 
going to get it from Russia. 

How did that foreign policy work 
out? Terribly. 

On day 1: We are not going to get oil 
from Canada. We are going to get it 
from Russia. We are going to get it 
from other places instead. 

He put a moratorium on new Federal 
oil and gas leasing. That moratorium, 
by the way, still stays in place in mul-
tiple areas, and 24 percent of our oil 
and gas in the United States comes 
from Federal lands and waters—24 per-
cent. So what this did was say, for the 
future of how we are going to develop, 
we are not going to develop in those 
areas anymore. I am going to cut off 24 
percent of the supply coming in. Again, 
this goes back to his campaign promise 
of ‘‘I guarantee you I am going to end 
fossil fuel.’’ 

He declined to defend the gulf lease 
sale 257. That is offshore. Basically, an 
environmental group went in and sued 
and said: We don’t think they followed 
the process. 

The administration was, like, We are 
not going to challenge that. We are 
going to let the environmental group 
just take this whole thing down, and 
we are not going to increase our supply 
of oil coming from the gulf. 

He limited the seismic studies nec-
essary for new production in the gulf. 

What does that matter? 
Well, he has opened up some areas 

and said: You can drill for more oil in 
these areas. Oh, but, by the way, you 
are allowed to do that, but if you want 
to do seismic testing before you do it— 
which is a standard that you have to do 
seismic testing—oh, we are not doing 
any more seismic testing this whole 
year. We are not going to allow you to 
actually prepare a site. We are just 
going to tell you that you can do it. 

That is this mode that the adminis-
tration is in: Produce more oil, but I 
am not going to actually allow you to 
do that with the permitting. 

He has failed to implement a 5-year 
offshore leasing program. 

What difference does that make? 
By law—by law, now—the adminis-

tration is required to be able to put a 
5-year offshore leasing proposal in 
place. The current one expires on June 
30 of this year. That is days away. 
There is no present plan in place to be 
able to replace it. 

In fact, I personally asked Secretary 
Haaland, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and she said: ‘‘We plan by June 30—the 
deadline to have a new one in place—to 
be able to put out a comment of what 
we could do if we do a new plan.’’ 

I said: ‘‘When will that be complete?’’ 
Her response to me was, ‘‘We don’t 

have a deadline as to when that will be 
complete.’’ 

So, what is required by law to have a 
plan for how we are going to do off-
shore leasing, they are going to, in-
stead, by the day it should be in place, 
begin discussing when they might do it 
in the days ahead. 

Again, it goes back to: We are going 
to talk about it, but we are actually 
not going to put this lease sale plan in 
place. 

He canceled a lease sale in Alaska’s 
Cook Inlet, which is where oil comes 

from. He closed off half of the National 
Petroleum Reserve in Alaska to any fu-
ture energy development. 

He pushed regulations that would 
slow or halt a buildout of natural gas 
pipelines and liquefied natural gas ex-
port infrastructure. This is a FERC 
piece. They actually put a new leader 
in place in that spot, and then the first 
action they took was to make putting 
pipelines that were heading to the gulf 
to be able to sell natural gas to Europe 
harder to do and more expensive to do. 
If we wanted to put natural gas pipe-
lines across our country, he would also 
make it more expensive and more com-
plicated. So, literally, as the price is 
going up for natural gas, he has made 
it even more expensive to be able to 
transport natural gas and harder to be 
able to sell it to our allies. 

He proposed new financial regula-
tions designed to drive investment for 
traditional energy projects. This body 
will remember nominees who were put 
up by the Biden administration to go 
to the Federal Reserve who stated out 
loud that their goal of going to the 
Federal Reserve was to cut off access 
to capital for any kind of energy devel-
opment that was a fossil fuel. They are 
literally saying: You can’t get loans 
and money to get access to that. 

So they will make it harder to actu-
ally move it when you get it, if you can 
get it at all on Federal lands; and they 
will make it harder to be able to get 
access to capital. 

He has also proposed raising taxes on 
oil and gas development. Do you re-
member my comment—or his com-
ment, actually—saying he is going to 
continue to do everything he can to 
lower the prices of energy for the 
American people? Well, what he has ac-
tually done is he has proposed a whole 
new set of taxes on all energy compa-
nies. In fact, even recently, there was a 
conversation about a windfall profits 
tax on energy companies. 

Now, here is the basic economics that 
this group knows well: If you tax it 
more, you get less of it. If you get less 
of it, the price goes up. This is not 
hard. This is basic economics. Yet this 
administration has proposed multiple 
new taxes in their budget that they 
just put out in the previous month. At 
the same time, he said: I am going to 
continue to do what I can to lower 
prices, at the same time he put out 
proposals to dramatically increase oil 
and gas costs. 

Nominate anti-traditional energy ac-
tivists for key posts. We have seen 
that. He has turned to hostile nations 
like Iran and Venezuela to meet the 
U.S. energy demand instead of turning 
to U.S. producers. 

It has been interesting. I have heard 
several people say: Well, we have got 
high numbers of production of oil and 
gas here in the United States. But the 
fact is, we are still a half a million bar-
rels less now of production than what 
we were prepandemic. We have not 
caught up on actual production here; 
and the Biden administration has made 
it even harder to go get it. 
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While the Biden administration is 

planning a trip to Saudi Arabia to talk 
to them about getting more oil, our 
friends in Canada are saying: Why 
don’t you come to Canada and talk to 
us about production? We can increase 
supply to the United States. 

American producers are saying: We 
can increase supply to the United 
States if you will lift regulations, 
allow us to get permits, stop making it 
harder to move it, stop making it more 
expensive to get it, and stop adding 
more taxes onto us. We can produce 
more in the United States. 

Listen, the price of oil right now is 
about $117 a barrel. There is plenty of 
incentive to go get it, but the adminis-
tration continues to make it harder 
and harder and harder and more and 
more unpredictable to actually go get 
it, so folks are not going to get more. 
While the Biden administration blames 
speculators on Wall Street and rich oil 
companies and everyone else, the basic 
facts are that the administration’s 
policies are what are driving this prob-
lem. 

Are there solutions to this? Of 
course, there are. There are ways to be 
able to resolve this. We can restart 
Federal leasing onshore and offshore. I 
am not talking about having massive 
rigs everywhere. We do oil drilling and 
gas drilling better than anyone else in 
the world. 

While the administration is going 
over to Saudi Arabia to go get oil to be 
able to use in the United States, don’t 
we think that we produce it cleaner 
than Saudi Arabia does? What in the 
world? 

If we are going to need to use it, then 
why aren’t we producing it here in the 
United States? If this is all about a 
global climate challenge, then why 
aren’t we focused on production here 
rather than running overseas and try-
ing to be able to get it there? 

Restart the permitting process. Re-
start the leasing onshore and offshore. 
Stop all of the regulations that are de-
signed to limit and to punish oil and 
gas production—the administration 
just did a moratorium on this; it would 
make a significant difference—actually 
put in timelines for permitting and 
litigation. 

Again, I have mentioned Canada sev-
eral times, but if there is a mine that 
is going in in Canada for things like 
lithium and other things that we need 
and the whole world needs—they have 
deadlines and timelines to be able to do 
that—it takes about 5 years to be able 
to do a mine in those areas. It takes 15 
years to be able to do that in the 
United States, if you can get it done at 
all, because there are no timelines and 
deadlines. 

It is the same thing with the produc-
tion of oil and gas. When there is this 
constant litigation challenge all of the 
time, it makes it more difficult to go 
get it. 

People need to be engaged in the 
process. The community needs to be 
heard—Tribes, local governments. Peo-

ple need to be heard and consulted in 
the process. But with no deadlines out 
there, there is no incentive to be able 
to actually go after it. 

Promote projects that enhance mu-
tual security like the Keystone Pipe-
line and like other pipelines. We 
learned, when there was a security 
problem on the Colonial Pipeline— 
coming out last year to North Caro-
lina—and North Carolina suddenly 
didn’t have refined products, gasoline, 
the whole east coast discovered: We are 
dependent on one pipeline—one. 

If that one pipeline actually has a 
structural failure, what happens to the 
east coast? Listen, you can multiply 
that all over the country. 

While this administration fights 
every pipeline company that is trying 
to put in a pipeline, they increase our 
risk of having a major problem and 
large sections of the country losing ac-
cess to energy. They are gambling with 
our future at this point, while we are 
watching prices exceed $5 a gallon. 
Focus on the solutions that don’t raise 
taxes on energy or limit U.S. energy 
production. 

I did have to laugh last week when 
the President made a speech and said 
he was working on bringing down the 
cost of energy. So the announcement 
was, I am going to bring down the cost 
of energy by dropping tariffs on solar 
panels coming from the Far East. 

Talk about out of touch. That is out 
of touch. That is out of touch. Because, 
if we are going to produce solar panels, 
then why aren’t we incentivizing the 
production of solar panels here in 
America rather than encouraging the 
production of solar panels overseas in 
the Far East? How in the world is drop-
ping tariffs on solar panels from the 
Far East going to help folks filling up 
their tank with gas next week? 

The President said he was going to 
solve energy issues and the price at the 
pump by increasing the amount of eth-
anol that we would use. Remember 
that one? That was about 5 months 
ago. He said that we would just have 
more ethanol. He went to Iowa and 
made a big announcement: We will just 
do more ethanol. And the prices con-
tinue to be able to skyrocket and rise. 

The President then came on and said: 
All right, we still have a higher and 
higher and higher price. So the ethanol 
whole thing didn’t work when he put 
that out here, and so he came back and 
said: We are going to do this Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve. We are going to re-
lease a million barrels a day from this 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. Remem-
ber that announcement? That an-
nouncement was made right about 
there on this chart. That is when that 
announcement was made. 

How is it going for gas prices since 
his announcement that we are going to 
release a million barrels a day from 
this Strategic Petroleum Reserve? It 
still continues to be able to rise. 

These prices aren’t based on short- 
term input from the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve. They are based on long- 
term supply. That is basic economics. 

Now the talk has been a temporary 
gas tax holiday: We will do a tem-
porary gas tax holiday, and that is 
going to give people relief. 

Can I remind everyone that we are 
over $5 a gallon? The temporary gas 
tax holiday would drop the price 18 
cents. Eighteen cents is what it would 
drop the price. We are not trying to get 
an 18-cent drop. We are trying to get it 
back to where it was over here, or how 
about over here, where we were at $2 a 
gallon, not 18 cents. Besides the fact, if 
you drop the price by 18 cents just for 
this year, it puts a $20 billion hole in 
our infrastructure—in our building for 
bridges and highways and roads—to get 
an 18-cent bump. 

There has also been the proposal out 
there that he is going to take over re-
fineries. That was today. Again, it 
seems like every week there is a new 
thing that they throw out. Now it is a 
letter that he sent to the major refin-
eries. In the letter that the President 
sent to the major refineries, he wrote: 

[M]y administration is prepared to use all 
reasonable and appropriate Federal Govern-
ment tools and emergency authorities to in-
crease refinery capacity and output in the 
near term . . . to ensure that every region of 
this country is appropriately supplied. 

Great. So the President is going to go 
into the refineries, and he is going to 
take them over. The same administra-
tion that is managing our baby for-
mula is now going to manage our refin-
eries. That is going to work out ter-
rific. 

Our refineries right now are running 
at 95-percent capacity—95 percent. The 
interesting thing about our refineries 
is that America has not built a new re-
finery since 1977. And just in the past 3 
years, we have lost almost a million 
barrels a day of refining capacity in 
the United States from refineries shut-
ting down. 

Maybe the better question the Presi-
dent could ask is ‘‘How do we start in-
creasing our ability to refine,’’ not how 
is he going to take over refineries and 
run it himself. 

We have a major structural problem 
right now. This is just evidence of what 
is going on across the whole economy. 

There are answers. There are solu-
tions. But they are not raising taxes, 
and taking over refineries, and putting 
oil out from the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve, or running to Saudi Arabia. 
That is not going to solve our energy 
problems. 

And I can assure us, we are not going 
to solve our 8.6-inflation rate until we 
solve the price of energy, because the 
price of energy is baked into every sin-
gle product that we buy—everything. 
And if this doesn’t get solved, this 
doesn’t get better. 

Mr. President, do what needs to be 
done to increase supply in America so 
that the price will go down. We all be-
lieve—we all believe—that, in the dec-
ades ahead, we are going to have more 
electric vehicles; we will have more re-
newable energy. We all believe that. 
But 98 percent of the vehicles on the 
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road right now run on oil and gas, and 
fulfilling your promise—your promise— 
that you are going to get rid of fossil 
fuels right now by making it harder to 
do pipelines, harder to get capital, 
harder to do permitting, and more 
complicated regulations is causing this 
mess. Thirty years from now, we may 
all be driving electric vehicles—great. 
We don’t today. Today, we need solu-
tions for how we are going to move in 
the country. That involves increasing 
supply. That will get down inflation. 
That will help us as a nation. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate stands adjourned until 10 a.m. to-
morrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:46 p.m., 
adjourned until Thursday, June 16, 
2022, at 10 a.m. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

RADHA IYENGAR PLUMB, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A DEP-
UTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, VICE ALAN RAY 
SHAFFER. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

JULIE D. FISHER, OF TENNESSEE, A CAREER MEMBER 
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER- 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS. 

CHRISTOPHER T. ROBINSON, OF MARYLAND, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER–COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF LATVIA. 

STEPHANIE SANDERS SULLIVAN, OF MARYLAND, A CA-
REER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, 
CLASS OF CAREER MINISTER, TO BE REPRESENTATIVE 
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE AFRICAN 
UNION, WITH THE RANK AND STATUS OF AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

THE JUDICIARY 

BRADLEY N. GARCIA, OF MARYLAND, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA CIRCUIT, VICE JUDITH W. ROGERS, RETIRING. 

DANA M. DOUGLAS, OF LOUISIANA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT, VICE 
JAMES L. DENNIS, RETIRING. 

ROOPALI H. DESAI, OF ARIZONA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT, VICE ANDREW 
DAVID HURWITZ, RETIRING. 

MARIA DEL R. ANTONGIORGI–JORDAN, OF PUERTO 
RICO, TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO, VICE GUSTAVO ANTONIO 
GELPI, ELEVATED. 

CAMILLE L. VELEZ–RIVE, OF PUERTO RICO, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
PUERTO RICO, VICE FRANCISCO AUGUSTO BESOSA, RE-
TIRED. 

GINA R. MENDEZ–MIRO, OF PUERTO RICO, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
PUERTO RICO, VICE CARMEN CONSUELO CEREZO, RE-
TIRED. 

JERRY W. BLACKWELL, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF MIN-
NESOTA, VICE SUSAN RICHARD NELSON, RETIRED . 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate June 15, 2022: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

VENTRIS C. GIBSON, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF 
THE MINT FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

ALAN M. LEVENTHAL, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE AM-
BASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE KINGDOM OF 
DENMARK. 
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